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ABSTRACT 
Caela Brighid Casey O’Connell 
Persistent Communities: Entangled Landscapes of Agriculture, Environment, and Fairtrade 
Development in St. Lucia   
 (Under the direction of Drs. Arturo Escobar and Karla Slocum) 
 
This dissertation offers a multi-sited study of the social, economic, and environmental 
practices of banana farming communities in Saint Lucia at a time when banana farmers are 
navigating changing global markets, climate change, disasters, and shifts in domestic 
economics and cultural practices. It investigates the practice and sustainability of Fairtrade as 
an alternative model of economic and social development and environmental conservation in 
the midst of successive crises: economic recession, drought, extreme weather, and a plague 
of Black Sigatoka disease. Working from a relational framework, I integrate the geography 
and ecology of the island with the history, culture, and political economy of St. Lucia’s 
banana farming communities to illustrate the ways in which the vulnerability of agrarian 
populations and natural environment are rooted in ongoing patterns of land tenure and use, 
exploitative sociopolitical networks, environmental degradation, and global economic 
policies. Through exploring the cultural practices of banana production, Fairtrade, 
environmental conservation policy, and rural life in St. Lucia this dissertation offers a view 
of the Fairtrade model from the perspectives of St. Lucian farmers. In St. Lucia, the 
contemporary Fairtrade model has layered over existing inequalities and socio-ecological 
processes while producing an ineffective niche market and a globalized audit and 
	   iv	  
certification system that have intensified hierarchy and scrutiny within St. Lucian industry 
stakeholders. This most recent chapter in the St. Lucian banana industry is underscored by 
the presence of Fairtrade, but it has not been defined by it. The exceptional complexity and 
instability of life in St. Lucia for banana farmers as farmers respond to a series of consecutive 
and linked crises as they persist through extreme weather events and agricultural plague. The 
difficulties farmers face in recovering highlight the interrelated and plural dynamics involved 
in agricultural production, environmental conservation, and adaptation to disasters and 
climate change with which farmers in the 21st century must cope. This dissertation 
complicates assumptions among sustainable development studies by documenting the ways 
Fairtrade is not promoting empowered or sustainable production for St. Lucian farmers while 
documenting agrarian life during a time of intense sociopolitical and environmental change.  
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PREFACE 
 I would like to open by saying that in spite of the contents of this dissertation, and my 
ultimate conclusions, I still encourage the purchase of Fairtrade certified products. This may 
be surprising because as I will show, in a growing number of cases, and in certainly in St. 
Lucia, where this dissertation is focused, Fairtrade is not engendering sustainable 
development, democracy, or environmental conservation. Nor are the prices charged for the 
products close to a fair exchange of goods and production costs etc. Still, I believe that it 
makes sense to buy Fairtrade products because the producers of these products very much 
want to sell them, notwithstanding labels, Fairtrade ideology, or reassurances, Fairtrade 
producers are fighting to sell their bananas, coffee, tea or flowers. For many Fairtrade 
producers, such as the banana farmers in St. Lucia, Fairtrade represents their only access 
point to the global agricultural market and in many cases to a livelihood. In a nation with 
22.3% unemployment1 and a rapidly transforming society, most job opportunities are in the 
tourism and services sectors, the aging population of farmers has few alternatives to the 
banana industry. Most farmers have heavy investment (read debt) in their farmland and there 
are no reliable markets for diversified agricultural products. So despite its many failed aims, 
as a niche market Fairtrade maintains an option for farmers to sell bananas in an economic 
climate that would otherwise shut them out, and that too is an issue of social justice.  
  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1 St. Catherine 2013:13 
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS & TOPICS 
 
 
 There are several topics and terms that I use in this dissertation which are discussed, 
defined and at times examined in great detail at one point or another, but must be employed 
throughout. Therefore I offer a concise introduction to the following with the consideration 
that a more thorough coverage will be presented within the following chapters. 
Fairtrade:  Fairtrade first came to St. Lucia, at the behest of the country’s banana farmers, as 
the island’s banana industry was faltering following a decade of market deregulation in 
global agricultural policy in 2000. Farmers are affiliated with the Fairtrade Labeling 
Organization, or FLO, the largest Fairtrade organization worldwide certifying over 5 million 
farmers in 78 countries. FLO is not part of what might be called traditional fair trade 
(emphasis on the two words fair and trade as separate) as direct, small-scale, equity driven 
trading partnerships between producers or artisans and buyers2. Similarly, drawing from 
Fairtrade Labeling Organization International (FLO) and other fair trade organization’s 
published materials and marketing3, FLO employs what I define as the contemporary 
Fairtrade model: an ethically driven marketing organization that aims to achieve economic 
justice, rural development, farmer empowerment, and environmental conservation using a 
certification and regulation model. FLO operates through this model utilizing though a 
multifaceted approach that combines consumer marketing; universalized production, 
development and conservation aims for Fairtrade affiliated producers; and a third-party 
certification and auditing system to ensure compliance on the part of producers and 
accountability for consumers. FLO situates itself as an alternative trade model and agrarian 
development project. It employs the language of ‘sustainability’ and ‘environmental health’ 
alongside ‘social-justice’ as key descriptors for its goals, demonstrating a new focus on the 
social and environmental betterment of producers and their communities4. The standing 
definition of Fairtrade for FLO and other contemporary Fairtrade organizations is as follows:  
 
Fair Trade is a trading partnership, based on dialogue, transparency and respect, 
that seeks greater equity in international trade. It contributes to sustainable 
development by offering better trading conditions to, and securing the rights of, 
marginalized producers and workers – especially in the South. 
Fair Trade organisations (backed by consumers) are engaged actively in supporting 
producers, awareness raising and in campaigning for changes in the rules and practice 
of conventional international trade.5 
 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
2 Fridell 2006; Dolan 2008; Guthman 2007 
3 FLO 2013; World Fair Trade Organization 2009; TransFair USA 2009 
4 FLO 2009 
5 FINE 2001:1 (emphasis original); also cited in Cremona and Durán 2013:100  
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Because all exporting farmers in St. Lucia are certified by FLO and the focus of this 
dissertation is on St. Lucian banana farmers, with exception of the discussion in Chapter 3 on 
the origins of the fair trade movement, all references to Fairtrade used throughout are 
referring to FLO and the contemporary Fairtrade model6.  
 
Bananas: There are many misconceptions about bananas. First, bananas are called “fig” or 
“figs” in St. Lucia whether people are speaking Kwéyòl and English. The root of calling a 
banana fig comes from the Arabic reference to the “tree of Paradise” depicted as a banana 
tree in the Koran with the word “fig”. When bananas were first introduced to Europe in the 
10th century, they were called “figs”7. Bananas originated in East Asia and the many 
hundreds of species both wild and domesticated share an origin with this region of the world. 
Despite the trunk looking appearance, bananas are herbaceous plants with a pseudo stem, not 
trees. From the time that a young plant sends out shoots to harvest of green fruit take 
anywhere between six to nine months dependent on temperature, rainfall, and amounts of 
fertilizer applied. Bananas are the worlds fourth most important food source and only 15-
20% of bananas are exported on the international market.  
 
Hurricane Tomas: Hurricane Tomas was a category 1 hurricane that struck St. Lucia on 
October 30, 2010. The hurricane delivered record-breaking rains and caused a lot of 
destruction nationwide, particularly impacting the banana industry with a national report of 
100% of the industry destroyed from production.  
 
Black Sigatoka: A disease affecting 80% of the worlds’ banana producing regions caused by 
the fungus Mycosphaerella fijiensis. Black Sigatoka was first identified in St. Lucia in the 
spring of 2010 and became an island wide problem in the months following hurricane Tomas 
reaching epidemic proportions in the banana industry in July 2011. 
 
East Caribbean Dollar: The East Caribbean dollar (ECD or more commonly just “EC”) is a 
unified currency shared in common between 8 Organization of East Caribbean States 
(OECS) member states and affiliates Anguilla, Antigua and Barbuda, Dominica, Grenada, 
Montserrat, St. Kitts and Nevis, St. Lucia and St. Vincent and the Grenadines and pegged to 
the US Dollar with a constant exchange rate of 1USD: 2.70EC since 19768
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
6 For an in-depth discussion of the important differences between traditional “two word” fair trade 
and “one word” contemporary Fairtrade see Chapter 3. 
7 Simmonds, NW 1966:460 
8 Randall, 1998 
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CHAPTER 1: UNDER THE BANANA 
 
 
Following the destruction from Hurricane Tomas, young shoots,  
called “suckers”, emerge from the damaged plants’ stalks 
 
Here is the test of wisdom, 
Wisdom is not finally tested in schools, 
Wisdom cannot be pass’d from one having it to another not having it, 
Wisdom is of the soul, is not susceptible of proof, is its own proof, 
Applies to all stages and objects and qualities and is content, 
Is the certainty of the reality and immortality of things, and the excellence of things; 
Something there is in the float of the sight of things that provokes it out of the soul. 
 
Now I re-examine philosophies and religions, 
They may prove well in lecture-rooms, yet not prove at all under the spacious clouds 
 and along the landscape and flowing currents. 
 
Walt Whitman Song of the Open Road9  
 
 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
9 Whitman 1891-1892:123  
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I traveled to St. Lucia in the eastern Caribbean to study the “Practice and Prospects of 
Fairtrade for St. Lucian Banana Farmers. My objective was to investigate how well Fairtrade 
works or does not work in the context of rural development, environmental conservation and 
sustainability. I quickly learned that Fairtrade was not working, and so my questions shifted 
to asking, “Why not?” However, this question was eventually displaced as I delved further 
through the murky layers of enmeshed fieldwork, consecutive disasters, and a deeply 
unsettling question of why people in St. Lucia are selling bananas at all given the ecology, 
sociology, and economy of banana farming in the early twenty-first century. From my 
fieldwork a set of themes emerged surrounding the processes in which farmers position and 
reposition themselves and alter their strategies in response to interactions with and relations 
to shifts in the environment, their social networks, and the banana industry (including 
Fairtrade and other industry stakeholders). Ultimately, I found that I was studying farmers’ 
prospects for a future while digging through their past and present to ask and perhaps 
understand a much larger question than  Does Fairtrade work as a sustainable development 
model?”  
The dilemmas faced by St. Lucian banana farmers are common to many territories 
and people. Farmers are not actually negotiating whether or not Fairtrade works or does not 
work for them, but a much larger set of factors— the scenarios that unfolded in St. Lucia 
were and are the products of friction and contested, exploitative settlement of land and 
peoples; of governance and globalization that prioritize specific sets of values and agendas; 
of monocropping and a global agricultural model dependent upon petrochemical inputs and 
maximizing production at any cost; of centuries of humankind’s intensive modification of the 
environments in which we dwell; and changing patterns in precipitation and climate. In the 
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following chapters I aim to capture all of these themes. I begin by breaking them down 
chapter by chapter without completely simplifying their interwoven nature or reducing a 
complex set of forces into a commentary on the Fairtrade model or banana production as if 
these were isolated actors. These are my aims, though they are a most certainly a work in 
progress, and to thoroughly capture the depth of give and take and complexity is beyond my 
intellectual understanding at this time and beyond the scope of a single dissertation. 
Nonetheless, I have tried to weave the threads of this story in such a manner that they are 
clear as I connect emergent themes from the St. Lucian context and link them to fundamental 
questions about agricultural production, development and climate change. 
  
1.1 Hurricanes Howl, Situating the Anthropologist 
Many anthropologists like to tell a story of their arrival in the field, hilarious 
assumptions upturned, hardships persevered through, or forging rapport with their 
interlocutors, à la Clifford Geertz and his wife’s tale of fleeing with villagers when officials 
busted an illegal Balinese cockfight.10 These different approaches endeavor to position the 
researcher and capture a reflexive moment, or series of interactions that were formative for 
the researcher, fundamentally shifting one’s position, understanding, or experience of 
fieldwork. Perhaps oddly for an anthropologist, my own moment was 36-hours spent entirely 
alone. Nonetheless, it is here that I will begin, because without question, Hurricane Tomas 
and navigating all that followed after the storm is the lens, rubric, and reality through which 
my fieldwork was completed. It fundamentally shaped the interactions, relationships, stories 
and understanding that I pursued throughout my 20-months in St. Lucia.   
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
10 Geertz 1973 
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Friday October 29, 2010: I was hurrying out of the Super J grocery toward the 
minibus stand when my friend Cooper, a taxi driver stationed outside waiting to drive 
shoppers home, shouted across the lot, “Are you running for the rain?” teasing me. The 
clouds were indeed thick, but with no rain falling, I crossed over to say hello and talk about 
Jouné Kwéyòl, the national holiday celebrating St. Lucia’s Kwéyòl language and cultural 
heritage. Jouné Kwéyòl was the next day and everywhere I went people were decorating, 
preparing traditional foods and bustling to get ready for the multiple fèts (parties) that would 
be held across the island (Figure 1.1). Cooper approved as I told him my plans to spend the 
morning at local festivities and cultural demonstrations in Monche, pass through “town”11 for 
activities in Derek Walcott 
Square, and finally finish 
up celebrations accepting 
an invitation from a 
banana farming family in 
the eastern coastal town of 
Dennery. As we were 
wrapping up our 
conversation, I asked 
Cooper if he thought the 
day of rain predicted for the next day would dampen the festivities. He laughed and shook his 
head, and told me something to the effect, “Not for Jouné Kwéyòl! People spending too much 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
11 Colloquial term for the capital city of Castries 
Figure 1.1 Even the local grocery, Super J was decorated for Jounén 
Kwéyòl 
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time, eh eh, nothing stopping that fèt.” I said my goodbyes and headed home, less than a mile 
away, but with two minibus rides and a 15-minute walk loaded with groceries an hour had 
passed by the time I arrived and the rain had begun to lightly fall.  
 
Jounén Tomas 
I remember that evening vividly, because as the rain and wind picked up, I began to 
wonder if Jouné Kwéyòl would indeed have to be canceled. I checked the weather before 
going to bed about 9pm, the tropical depression had suddenly been upgraded to a Tropical 
Storm, named Tomas. Luckily the trajectory was south of St. Lucia and the National 
Hurricane Center had issued a “watch” for heavy rains and high seas. Sometime in the night I 
got a text from the local cellphone operator Digicel updating that the tropical storm had been 
upgraded to a “warning”. The rain and winds continued to intensify and by 3am on Saturday 
(2am Eastern Time), I could no longer sleep. I got up and logged on to weather websites— 
the alerts were surprising— Tomas was now a hurricane and heading straight for St. Lucia! 
Like all good social media members, I took a screenshot of the storm (Figure 1.2) and 
updated my Facebook account, just before I lost power.  
Saturday October 30, 2010: The following 24-hours is a vivid blur. The two things 
that standout the most in memory are red wax and noise. In case you have never had cause to 
experience or read about it, hurricanes are LOUD! The wind howls. Objects blowing in the 
wind crash and clatter. The shattering of glass is startling as the windows of the apartment 
above mine imploded from the pressure. My neighbor’s roof peeled off their home, not in 
one fell-swoop as in a tornado, but in a process— over hour after painful hour— the 
corrugated metal creaking up and flapping back down as the winds teased it off. As the hours 
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went by my apartment began to flood, despite being 16’ or so off the ground. The rains were 
so heavy the barriers to the outside world were being breached. Rain that pounded on the 
roof, windows, and doors gradually gave way to eerie dripping and flowing noises as water 
began to seep through the cinderblock walls, around the windows seals, and under and 
through the pine door. Fortunately for me, from time to time I had been able to send or 
receive text 
 
Figure 1.2 Screenshot of Hurricane Tomas 2am Eastern Time October 30, 2010 
messages with my wife Julianna back in United States. Soon after dusk on Saturday, the 
second night, I received a weather update and the news was not good— Tomas was moving 
slowly, only 7-8mph, and the storm was only halfway over. I had not prepared in anyway for 
a hurricane, but scouring the leavings from previous inhabitants of my apartment, I found a 
red candlestick in the back of a kitchen drawer. I settled in to read having told myself to 
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“suck it up” and that this was all part of the fieldwork experience and more importantly it 
was part of living in the Caribbean.  
 At some point later in the night I began to get scared: the hurricane seemed to never 
end and the sounds were starting to sound more like the actual earth was creaking. I could 
hear water rushing by like a river  beside my house, and images of landslides and building 
collapses began to run through my head. I had no place to go, and going outside seemed a 
poor option, so I slowly packed my backpack walking back and forth to retrieve essentials 
(fieldnotes, passport, laptop) from the now flooded rooms in my apartment. I carried the red 
candlestick to light the way and the hot wax dripped down to the floor, cooling into small 
chunks in the water and sticking to the tiles where I passed. Backpack prepped and shoes on 
ready to flee, I huddled in the dark kitchen, having used up the candle while the hours passed. 
Exhausted from the noise and tension, much later when the noise died down, I drifted asleep.  
 Sunday October 31, 2010: The next morning I awoke hot, confused, and thankful the 
hurricane was gone. Trails of red wax dots marked the path I had traveled the night before, 
my backdoor was broken, and 2/3 of the apartment had standing water on the floor. Outside 
was a new world, the birds, donkeys, chickens and dogs shouted out in joy, but humans were 
slow to rouse. I cautiously explored a few close by neighbor’s homes, but most had traveled 
to visit family for Jouné Kwéyòl before the storm hit or later evacuated to shelters in the 
middle of the night. Over the coming days I would learn that the island was cut into thirds by 
landslides and collapses of roads and bridges triggered by 36-hours of rainfall. The national 
newspaper, the St. Lucia Voice published an op-ed titled “Jounén Tomas” musing on the 
unpredictability and powers of nature, Lucian cultural practices, and lost holiday12. Though 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
12 St. Lucia Voice November 6 Editorial, 2010:4 
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Tomas was only a category 1 hurricane, it was classified as a 1:1,000+ year extreme 
hydrological event13, and the world left behind seemed to have been reshaped in every way 
imaginable. The landslides and flooding were severe, slowing important disaster relief efforts 
on the part of the Government, NGOs, the British Navy, and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers.  
 There is too much to tell about the days following the hurricane. The basics: figuring 
out how to clean up after a hurricane; helping my neighbors clean up their homes; pulling the 
foam out of our couch cushions to use as giant sponges to soak up floodwaters; cleaning fine 
silty-mud out of electrical sockets with a toothbrush at a farmer  friend’s home. Exceptional 
kindnesses:  my previously unknown neighbor  came to check on the “fanm blan”14 who 
lived up on the hill spent hours hammering and wedging my door back on out of concern that 
I might sleep safely the first night. Two days later my landlord’s uncle traveled 5 hours 
across back roads to help me more securely board up my doorway until a new door could be 
obtained off-island. Impressive acts:  how quickly power was restored to most parts of the 
island and two local food-processing businesses that rapidly mobilized their generators and 
resources to prepare and distribute meals via boat in ice cream containers to places along the 
west coast and the southern end of the island cut off from most resources. Frustrating 
realities: for several weeks following Hurricane Tomas, large ships carried potable water 
from neighboring islands; but they only distributed it to the thousands of tourists staying at 
damaged costal resorts. Meanwhile the rest of St. Lucia tried to source drinking water from 
streams and springs until damaged damns and regional water supplies could be repaired. 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
13 Fridell et al. 2010 
14 Term for white woman in Kwéyòl and a phrase used to address me and talk about me with 
frequency among St. Lucians.  
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These are the events and observations that shaped my early perspective of fieldwork, the 
stories that farmers and I shared as part of an affirmation of knowing the hurricane intimately 
in opposition to people who came later specifically to ask about Tomas. These events and 
experiences shaped the foundation of my positionality as a researcher in St. Lucia, but they 
did not define it, too much was yet to come.  
 I could go into more detail about the measures of Hurricane Tomas in the immediacy 
after the disaster, but such descriptions are not the story that I want to tell, and they can run 
dangerously close to what some critics are calling “disaster porn” meaning the images and 
discourses in the wake of disaster that we have become intimately familiar with thanks to the 
confluence of 24-hour media and the increasing frequency of natural disasters.15 Images, 
statistics and counts, these are the expected and often only kinds of information that 
researchers, journalists, and observers use to discuss and represent disasters. How many 
people are missing or dead? How much rain fell? How wide are the landslides? How 
powerful was the wind? How high did the waters rise? How many people have no homes? To 
be sure, in the right moment, in the right set of hands, these figures represent critical details 
to help with rapid assessments and vital responses to disasters and the people most impacted 
by them. However, more often than not, such figures are used trying to quantify or express 
the experience of the disaster, to represent lives disrupted or people changed. They convey 
very little about the ongoing processes involved in navigating the temporal and physical 
landscapes of disaster in St. Lucia. Nor how people continued to live their lives with, in spite 
of, and because of the effects of Hurricane Tomas in 2010 and the plague of Black Sigatoka, 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
15 McCosker, 2013 
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a fungus that ravaged the banana industry in 2011. That is precisely the story that I will now 
endeavor to tell.  
 
1.2 Situating the Research 
The study location: St. Lucia 
 St. Lucia is an independent nation of approximately 170,000 people located in the 
eastern Caribbean. The island is 14 miles long and 6 miles wide at its widest comprising a 
total of 238 square miles. I opted to complete my research in St. Lucia, for both practical and 
intellectual reasons. At the time I was developing my proposal St. Lucia was the largest 
Fairtrade banana producing country in the Caribbean16 and had converted to fully Fairtrade 
exports. Perhaps more compelling was that the banana industry in St. Lucia was in the midst 
of transition and presented a timely situation to examine the complex socio-economic, 
cultural, and ecological processes at stake as the smallholder banana farmers in St. Lucia. I 
was particularly interested in how farmers managed their access to international agricultural 
markets through alliance with Fairtrade while endeavoring to maintain a minimum of 
autonomy over the process.  
 
Study Population: St. Lucian Banana Farmers 
 At the time of this research, the people farming bananas were stalwart remnants of a 
much larger population of banana farmers. Today just 500 people are exporting bananas 
while as recently as 1997 St. Lucia had over 15,000 registered banana farmers.17 St. Lucian 
farmers are on average 56 years old with 18 years of experience producing bananas 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
16 It has since been surpassed in volume of exports by the Dominican Republic 
17 NFTO 2009 
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(Appendix 2). Many farming tasks are fairly gender divided, with tasks such as digging 
drains and heavy manual labor typically preformed by men, while washing and packing 
bananas more frequently preformed by women. However the farms themselves are held and 
run by men and women alike, with approximately 70% male farmers and 30% female 
farmers.  
 
Figure 1.3 Map of St. Lucia18 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
18 Adapted from Walters 2012:866 
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This aging population of smallholders typically farms between 2 to 20 acres with an 
average farm size of 3.5 acres per person. The ways in which people gain access and hold 
land vary dramatically, representing the shifting strategies of land tenure employed during 
slavery and plantation systems, land reform and independence, and more recently pressures 
from economic development to privatize land holdings and conform with capitalist systems 
of human-land relations.19 Approximately 50% of people farm family-land, land that is held 
by their larger family network, while others farm through a combination of rented (30%) or 
privately owned (30%) land and less than 10% engage in profit sharing or “Otye” 
arrangements.  
The pervasiveness of smallholdings is related to the biogeography of St. Lucia’s 
landscape and the sociopolitical events that shaped land settlement, distribution and reform 
over the last two hundred years.20 St. Lucia’s steep mountains and flat valley floors with 
flowing rivers and heterogeneous ecology discourages large agricultural plots and 
infrastructure such as agricultural machinery and favors small parcels with labor intensive 
farming. Following the emancipation of slaves in 1838, freed people settled unclaimed lands 
in valleys, ridges and forests creating  “surge in smallholder farming”.21 Much later in the 
mid-twentieth century land reform of plantations and corporate sugar operations led to a 
second wave of smallholder farm growth.22 Today smallholders predominantly produce 
bananas for local and export markets along with subsistence crops for household use and 
fruits and vegetables for local and regional markets. The challenges they face by both local 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
19 Barrow 1992 
20 Slocum 2006; Grossman 1999; Barrow 1992; Trouillot 1988 
21 Walters 2012:866 
22 Mathurin 2011; Slocum 1996; Moberg 2008 
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and global pressures speak to the ongoing political and social engagements of farmers in the 
banana industry in the past documented by my co-adviser Karla Slocum.23 The history of 
multi-scaled sociopolitical engagement coupled with farmers’ strategies and discourses of 
navigating the global agricultural market and changing pressures made St. Lucia an excellent 
location for a critical study of Fairtrade development, environmental change, and agrarian 
communities in the twenty-first century.  
 
1.3 The political ecology of banana farming in St. Lucia: History, Networks, and Ontologies 
 “Banana farming is both seemingly over, and simultaneously, seems like it could 
never be over. I get this sense from the farmers, from the culture, from what I see…” I 
reflected one evening in my fieldnotes. I was referring to the reality that St. Lucian Fairtrade 
farmers are both vulnerable smallholder agricultural producers in a crumbling banana 
industry and global entrepreneurs actively engaged in negotiating their positions globally 
through local recourses. Calling to mind that through the “friction” of globalization 
“hegemony is made as well as unmade”24 these roles and identities are not at odds with one 
another for Lucian farmers, although peasants and agrarian identities have been often 
represented in simplified and more singular politically fashioned ways within some 
literatures.25 To understand how farming in the east Caribbean contributes to St. Lucian 
farmers’ vulnerability in the banana industry and to farmers’ rooted engagement with global 
agriculture markets and the environment I developed a framework of political ecology 
informed by interrelated ideas from historical ecology, rooted networks, and relational 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
23 Slocum 2006 
24 Tsing 2004b:6 
25 Desmarais 2007; McMichael 2009; See also O’Connell, Ofstehage and Williams (in review) 
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ontologies. I use this framework as explained in the following section throughout this 
dissertation to examine relevant ideas from literatures on adaptation and complexity, 
landscapes, and disasters in individual chapters.  
 Insight into to the ease and practice with which farmers negotiate their situation 
comes from Michel-Rolph Trouilott who reminds us that globalization is hardly a process 
limited to the twentieth and twenty-first centuries, “If by globalization we mean the massive 
flow of goods, peoples, information, and capital across huge areas of the earth’s surface in 
ways that make the parts dependent on the whole, the world has been global since the 16th 
century.”26 To understand the complexity of factors involved in St. Lucian farmers’ 
positioning, I follow Trouilott’s application of a historical political economy perspective and 
add environmental perspective through political ecology. These complementary viewpoints 
contribute to developing a “historical and multilayered approach” that recognizes “how place 
and identity are continually negotiated in relation to spaces that are understood to be bounded 
in one way or another”.27  
 Though I draw on many literatures throughout this dissertation, political ecology is 
the broad umbrella under which I situate my research and how I make sense of a 
socioecological landscape of banana farms and farmers who simultaneously present the 
impression of an industry that is “slipping away”28 and enduring socially, economically and 
environmentally. I use the term ‘socioecological processes’ throughout this dissertation for 
three reasons. First, to emphasize the entangled relationships between these categories and to 
focus on the processes as ongoing, thus reinforcing the history, current presentations and 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
26 Trouillot 2001:128 
27 Slocum and Thomas 2007:14 
28 Moberg 2008 
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future possibilities of these entanglements. Secondly, I find use and a certain flexibility to the 
concept of processes. Recognizing the dynamic and ever changing state of being in human 
and ecological relations. Third, though a number of efforts have been made to bridge the 
separation of nature and culture and scholars are attempting to create a new way of talking 
about these relationships, I find this the most holistic term. The development of coupled 
human and natural systems29, and an array of Latourian influenced natures/cultures30 terms 
and theories have been put forward but they are disappointing in their ability to change the 
conceptualization of humans as independent actors from the environment. Meanwhile both 
the term and theory of an ecosystem fundamentally includes humans as one of many parts in 
an unranked and complex whole. So I employ the term ecosystem in alliance with this branch 
of thinking. However, as anthropologist, I am fundamentally focused on those interactions 
involving humans in some form, so I emphasize this focus by my use of “socio”. 
Consequently I use socioecological processes to encompass “the interaction between 
changing environment and the socio-economy, in which landscapes and the physiographic 
processes acting upon them are seen to have dialectical, historically derived and iterative 
relations with resource use and the socioeconomic and political sets of relations which shape 
them”.31 This is a tall order, but one that the collective body of individuals have been 
building to for a long time.  
 There is a vast literature focused on environment and society, loosely collected under 
the field of political ecology. Political ecology as a field emerged in the 1970’s as social 
scientists, ecologists and biologists alike noted the interdependence of human and 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
29 Liu et al. 2007;  
30 Latour 2004 
31 Blaikie 1999:132 
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environmental systems, and the shortcomings of studying environmental degradation 
separately from socio-cultural issues.32 The political ecology framework developed quickly 
in the decade following Rachel Carson’s Silent Spring, in a period when environmental 
activism and awareness were on the rise. The young and growing field combined ecological 
and human-environmental concerns the area studies, cultural ecologists and later ecological 
anthropologist with the more Marxist approach of political economy that focused on power 
and production while often neglecting the environment.33 Early on, Vayda and McCay urged 
for the development of “event ecology” to examine the outcomes and influences of actual 
hazards on changes in human-environment relations in the mid nineteen seventies.34 Shortly 
thereafter Moran had identified an emphasis in environmental anthropology concerned with 
human adaptability and the environment.35 The 1980’s also developed understandings of 
environmental degradation as social problems. Blakie and Brookfield’s summation that “land 
degradation should by definition be a social problem. Purely environmental processes such as 
leaching and erosion occur with or without human interference, but for these processes to be 
described as ‘degradation’ implies social criteria which relate land to its actual or possible 
use,”36 brought further focus on the links between vulnerable human populations and 
environmental problems. This contribution helped to develop ideas about scale and 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
32 Rappaport 1971; Blaikie 1985; Dove 1993; Hanna et al. 1996 
33 Biersack et al 2006; Robbins 2004 
34 Vayda and McCay 1975 
35 Moran 1982 
36 Blaikie and Brookfield 1987:1 
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hierarchy, dynamism, and unpredictability of human and natural systems across political 
ecology37.  
 
Reimagining Political Ecology 
 By the 1990’s questions from post-structuralist scholars problematized political 
ecology’s constructions of culture and a tendency to employ Cartesian dualist representations 
of nature and culture leading to a reconfiguring of the field.38 In Reimagining Political 
Ecology, Biersack and Greenberg call for an invigorated “post-disciplinary” political ecology 
that transcends not only nature/culture but idealism/materialism binaries.39 To achieve this 
transcendence, Braun suggests that it will necessitate a “shift [from] dualistic to relational 
ontologies within the study of society-environment relations”40. Whether thinking about the 
use and futility of predicting an avalanche in sand piles and complex self-organizing 
systems41 or animate and inanimate actants assembled in non-deliberate agencement42, there 
is something that everyone is trying to explain and understand: how biotic beings and abiotic 
objects and processes interrelate. 
The ontological turn43 as it is sometimes termed has been gaining traction among 
scholars interested in socioecological processes. Proponents of this approach argue that it 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
37 Hanna et al. 1993 
38 Biersack et al 2006; Robbins 2004, Escobar 1999 
39 Biersack et al 2006 
40 Braun, 2008:667 
41 Kaufman 1995 
42 Braun 2008:671 
43 Escobar 2007; Hemmings 2005 
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offers the potential to strengthen political ecology through its focus on relational processes 
and plural modes of being. As Mol explains,  
“Ontological politics is a composite term. It talks of ontology – which in standard 
philosophical parlance defines what belongs to the real, the conditions of possibility 
we live with. If the term ‘ontology’ is combined with that of ‘politics’ then this 
suggests that the conditions of possibility are not given. That reality does not precede 
the mundane practices in which we interact with it, but is rather shaped within these 
practices. So the term politics works to underline this active mode, this process of 
shaping, and the fact that its character is both open and contested.”44  
 
Thus an ontological approach to political ecology helps to reconcile discomfort with 
historically situated but contemporarily informed processes that can be open, contested and 
changing. This facilitates the inclusion of historically situated processes as continued actants 
upon contemporary realities, just as William Cronon argues, “By integrating New England 
ecosystems into an ultimately global capitalist economy, colonists and Indians together began 
a dynamic and unstable process of ecological change which had in no way ended by 1800. 
We live with their legacy today.”45 A relational explanation draws connections between 
related processes but allows for differences in form, power and meaning between different 
actors at different times without eliminating the context of past or future engagements. As 
Laura Ogden explains, “…the world’s properties (material semiotic, human, and nonhuman) 
come into being only through their relations. There is no finality to these relations becoming. 
Instead, there are only temporary sites of assemblage.”46 
This perspective is particularly helpful for considering the types of questions and 
concerns in the field of political ecology where “complicated ecological interactions create a 
world of unintended consequences and surprises defying even the most careful political 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
44 Mol 1999:75 
45 Cronon 1983 (2003 edition):170 
46 Ogden 2011:29 
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assessments or predictions.”47 As Tim Ingold writes, “if every organism is not so much a 
discrete entity as a node in a field of relationships, then we have to think in a new way not 
only about the interdependence of organisms and their environment, but also about their 
evolution.”48 At the heart of these theoretical debates everyone is trying to address complex 
self-organizing sets of entities that overlap, interrupt and replace one another in constant 
acknowledgement. With the increasing volatility of climatic events, hazards and global 
change, the flexible capacity of relation explanations of existence may determine our ability 
to understand socioecological reality not only as constituted on sets of entangled relations 
that are influenced, but not static, and therefore mutable.  
In the Political Ecology of Bananas, Grossman writes, “local and regional differences 
in cultural and historical backgrounds will affect such patterns [of production]… Arising 
from the environmental rootedness of agriculture, they will persist as significant forces 
shaping contract farming and human-environment relationships.”49 Years later, I too am 
interested in how the rootedness of agriculture and differences in cultural and historical 
backgrounds shape the practice of Fairtrade banana farming in St. Lucia. I employ these 
theoretical approaches outlined above to understand these socioecological processes in 
conjunction with global development and the “asymmetrical relations”50 of Fairtrade banana 
production in St. Lucia. Because trade, fair or otherwise, is based on transactions surrounding 
material goods on the global market as Fridell points out,  
“The arguments for and against alternative trade are part of a much broader battle 
taking place in all corners of the globe about what role the state should play in 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
47 Robbins 2004: xvi 
48 Ingold 2000: 19 
49 Grossman 1999:222 
50 Ogden 2011:22 
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regulating the market. This battle is as old as capitalism itself. Just as “free traders” 
have sought historically to “liberate” the market from social regulations, so too have 
an array of political and social movements (Labor, socialist, feminist, farmer, 
environmentalist) pressured the state to adopt new regulations (income taxes, labour 
legislation, public service provision, trade and investment barriers) to tame the market 
to attain social ends.”51 
 
Understanding the impacts of how these material goods are and have been produced, 
extracted or grown, and how the people involved in this process perceive their role in the 
socioecological world around them brings me to political ecology as a field of discourse, 
thought and future research. By connecting literatures on adaptation and complexity, 
landscapes, and disasters with the questions of political ecology and the dynamism of a 
relational ontology explanation, this dissertation provides a critical analysis of the Fairtrade 
model as practiced in St. Lucia while situating its shortcomings in the larger processes of 
global change.  
 
1.4 Assembling a methodology for the socioecology of Fairtrade landscapes  
This dissertation research focused on two banana farming communities, Plas Hòtè 
and Lawivyè Tounen, situated less than 10 miles from one another, but as fairly distant 
spheres in the eyes and experiences of their residents. The following section details the 
methods developed and employed over the course of 20 months of dissertation research 
completed between October 1, 2010 and May 31, 2012. In preparation for undertaking 
fieldwork and to answer my primary research questions about the interactions and processes 
between agricultural communities, Fairtrade development, and the environment, I developed 
an experimental interdisciplinary research methodology. I selected a range of qualitative and 
quantitative methods because I wanted to understand the relationships and negotiations 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
51 Fridell 2013:10 
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between these different socioecological processes. Recognizing the challenge of 
understanding and communicating the complex and dynamic intersection of human and 
environment relations, I undertook data collection drawing from methods in cultural 
anthropology, soil science and ecology. My intent was to create sets of data that could help 
answers questions about what, how, and why about my results. In recognition that increasing 
our understanding of and solutions to the critical environmental issues of our era must be 
collaborative, dynamic and scalable, I set out to try blend new approaches together in spite of 
the inherent difficulties in crossing disciplinary philosophies and methods. I believe there is a 
great need for work that integrates different kinds of data –social, economic, ecological and 
geographic. This methodology features my efforts to construct a relational analysis of banana 
farming in St. Lucia.  
My preliminary dissertation work, completed in the summers of 2008 and 2009, 
located four multigenerational banana-farming communities willing to participate in my 
future dissertation research. I eliminated one community because it had been part of several 
other research investigations and selected the remaining three communities, which had not 
been studied previously, for comparative study. Although physically close (allowing visits to 
multiple sites in a short time), the three sites were located in ecologically diverse areas in the 
north and south highlands and western valley of St. Lucia, echoing the immense physical 
heterogeneity within Caribbean islands.  
Unfortunately, Hurricane Tomas made landfall in St. Lucia at the end of the first 
month of fieldwork causing everything to change. As I documented the devastation and 
recovery of communities and farms it quickly became apparent that my original dissertation 
research and methodology were seriously disrupted with key elements rendered impossible 
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by the natural disaster. Informed by the 5 months of participant observation and informal 
interviews I completed after Hurricane Tomas, I reformulated my research plan and 
methodology through avid consultation with my advisors and committee members. The 
resulting experimental interdisciplinary methodology was explicitly designed in an effort to 
reflect the layered complexity of processes and factors discussed in the first half of this 
chapter. The following four sections— 1) participant observation, 2) Interviews and surveys, 
3) Environmental Assessments, 4) GIS mapping and archival research— detail the design, 
implementation and analysis of the methods undertaken in the collection and preparation for 
writing this dissertation. 
 
Participant Observation   
The ethnographic method lends itself to a particularly varied and thorough approach 
to understanding the many levels and practices of Fairtrade banana production in St. Lucia.  
To gather these “thick descriptions” and learn through practice, I engaged in a variety of 
participant observation strategies, many of which resulted in blisters for me and/or laughter 
on the part of my interlocutors.52 In this context, participant observation includes regularly 
accompanying farmers for routine farming activities such as crop management, harvesting, 
planting and packing days, as well as visiting farm households after work hours and 
interactions with FLO auditors as they inspected the farming operations distributed among 
the two communities and headed by producers of different genders and durations as Fairtrade 
farmers. This strategy contributed key narratives and context of important intersections of 
farmers and Fairtrade.  
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It sounds quite simple to say that I worked on banana farms weekly throughout much 
of my fieldwork. The reality of those actions however was far from simple and my 
cultivation of this work played a significant role in shaping my relationships with farmers 
and my own subjectivity as participant-observer. I worked on farms belonging to individuals 
and participated in two different “work-share groups,” where farmers exchange their labor by 
working on one another’s farms, beginning in December of 2010. It was difficult to convince 
farmers that I was serious about wanting to work with them on the farm with no experience. 
At the outset I offered more 
liability than help and anyone 
who did take me on probably 
observed that my presence made 
the work take longer with my 
clumsy cutlass strokes, uncertain 
footing and many questions. 
Fortunately for me, even applied 
in the St. Lucian banana farming 
communities, Amy Trauger’s 
observations about independent female farmers being more likely to take risks socially and 
technically proved true.53 I was first welcomed by a few of the women farmers who allowed 
me to help in the basic cleanup of their farms after Hurricane Tomas and taught me the steps 
involved in planting new banana plants.  
Gradually as I acquired new skills and more confidence, I was invited to work on 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
53 Trauger, 2004 
Figure 1.4 I eventually became a little too comfortable 
with my cutlass 
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more farms and learn new tasks such as digging drains in the thick clay soil to channel heavy 
rains or flooding between rows of bananas, “trashing” the diseased or dying leaves on a 
banana plant by cutting it down and covering the undergrowth to limit weed growth, and 
eventually about a year into my fieldwork I was trusted with the more precise jobs of 
washing and packing bananas on harvest day. My efforts to acquire these various skills were 
greeted with bemusement, encouragement, teasing, and a great deal of gentle coaching on 
how to safely wield a cutlass (Figure 1.4). All reflexively waxing jests aside, it was in these 
moments that rapport was fostered and strengthened. For example, a day of working with a 
group of male farmers who were disbelieving of my ability to dig drains, a task mainly 
undertaken by men, changed our relationships for the duration of my fieldwork. They had 
invited me to join them for their weekly workday54 as a novelty, hearing that I had been 
working on community member’s farms. 
Early in the day as I worked, some of the guys snapped photos of me on their phones 
to post on Facebook or share a chuckle over dominoes later that night. They teased me and 
joked to one another in Kwéyòl about the “fanm blan” or “piti madanm”55 digging drains. 
However, by the time that I made it to the end of the row, successfully constructing the drain 
and exhausting my shoulders and back,56 their smiles remained but the atmosphere had 
changed and my role shifted from novelty to welcomed presence. The working group 
members invited me to join them on weekly workdays whenever I could and treated me more 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
54 The group was made up of 5 farmers who rotated working on one another’s farms every Thursday, 
week by week saving work that made sense to do as a large group for their “turn” See Chapter 3 for 
more of a discussion of group working habits. 
55 Piti madanm is Kwéyòl for petite lady, this was another frequent term used for me, with a bit more 
affection or familiarity than “fanm blan”. 
56 Completed thanks to all of the shoveling experience I gained as a teenager hand digging trenches 
and foundation footers for my father’s construction company.  
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earnestly in our future interactions. Although I did not join them every week, when I did the 
conversations and banter of the group provided an intimate dialectic way to access unique 
perspectives and stories on everything from life and local gossip to serious debates about 
banana industry. These and the hundreds of days spent on farms over the duration of my 
fieldwork formed an essential part of my data collection and shaped the context, arguments 
and observations made throughout this dissertation.  
A less labor intensive but equally vital part of my participant observation included 
attending the organizational functions of Fairtrade. Observing meetings and trainings was 
important because farmers are required to attend and they are where concerns and 
information are introduced, discussed and debated. This included sitting through and 
occasionally participating in each community’s monthly Fairtrade group meeting, local and 
regional level meetings concerning certification, auditing, farmers’ trainings and pest and 
disease eradication meetings and the National Fairtrade Organization’s (NFTO), the 
governing body of Fairtrade in St. Lucia, Annual General Meetings. At meetings I observed 
how they were structured and in what ways farmers participated while identifying and 
following key controversies that affect the dynamics of each group. More specifically I 
would observe and document interactions, attendance, farmers’ concerns, social networking 
and power dynamics at play in the interactions between various stakeholders. Meetings 
provided a fertile space to compare difference between community networks and social 
interactions, understand issues and how the organizational structure of Fairtrade worked in 
practice in St. Lucia.  
I also attended several farmer audits and recertification meetings where farmers are 
inspected by FLO certified inspectors to determine whether the unique farmer was compliant 
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with the 258 required standards by FLO for Fairtrade certification. By observing routine farm 
practices and the role that certification and audit plays within those practices on a cross-
section of Fairtrade farms I was able to look for indicators of how well farmers understood 
the standards and auditing process while documenting how they resolved issues with 
compliance to standards and preparing their farm for the annual audits.  
In total I attended 30 monthly Fairtrade group meetings, 15 trainings and industry 
meetings, 2 NFTO Annual General Meetings, and 5 farmer recertification or audits on farms. 
Through these activities along with an array of more personal shared time with farmers and 
their families including holiday meals, attending church services, playing dominoes, trips to 
the beach, community karaoke nights and more, I documented the everyday lives, practices, 
concerns, and challenges of farmers through their conversations, social interactions, and 
navigation of Fairtrade as an organizational presence in the St. Lucian banana industry.  
 
Interviews and Surveys 
While the stories and experiences farmers shared with me in day-to-day interactions 
and group settings were fundamental to my data collection and understanding of life for 
banana farmers in St. Lucia, some types of information and data were more appropriately 
collected through surveys and interviews. To better document and understand the effects of 
Hurricane Tomas, Black Sigatoka, and Fairtrade economics on farming households I 
collected quantitative data tracking shifts in finances and wellbeing for 50 farmers in a 
longitudinal survey. Designed in consultation with anthropologist Dr. Daniel Jaffee who 
conducted an extensive household survey of Fairtrade coffee farmers in Mexico in 200357, I 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
57 Jaffee 2007, Jaffee, 2011 personal communication 
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wrote a 32 question Economic and Wellbeing survey covering demographics, household 
economics, livelihood, wellbeing and disaster impacts for banana farmers. In recognition of 
wide variation in literacy and levels of comfort with paperwork among St. Lucian farmers the 
survey was designed to require minimal writing and farmers were invited to fill it out 
themselves, take it home to complete with a family member, or to answer the conversations 
with my research assistant or myself in a confidential conversation. All forms of collection 
were utilized and data on the surveys was recorded anonymously with the goal being to show 
shifts in the farming populations of Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen and not at the scale of 
individual households. The Economic and Wellbeing survey was first administered in April 
and May 2011(Appendix 2)  to establish a baseline of data collecting surveys from 50 farmer 
households. To show changes in financial security, outlook and wellbeing for farmers’ 
households I repeated the survey in April and May of 2012 (Appendix 2) , replacing 
questions about disaster aid and impacts from Hurricane Tomas in the 2011 version with the 
same questions about Black Sigatoka. For the second round of surveys 53 completed surveys 
were collected from farmers’ households. 
Over the course of my first eight months in St. Lucia I completed 45 informal 
unstructured interviews learning about farmers’ lives, work habits, frustrations and social 
histories. In June of 2011 I developed a semi-structured interview drawing questions from 
my research questions, the results of the first Economic and Wellbeing survey, and my 
regular and informal contact with farmers via participant observation. I selected the semi-
structured interview method because it promotes some unity in questions, asking all farmers 
the same initial set of questions58, while allowing for active exchange and dialogue between 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
58 The questions asked were of course modified if the situation or conversation necessitated. Most 
commonly this would occur in an effort to avoid redundancy when our conversation covered material 
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researchers and interlocutors and the flexibility to pursue information or topics that 
participants introduce to the interview.59 Using the semi-structured interview facilitated the 
collection of data that could answer questions about knowledge of conservation practices, 
experiences with Fairtrade, history and experiences in farming, family and cultural norms, as 
well as demographics and other quantitative data (Appendix 3).  
The relationships and rapport I developed with farmers in Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè 
Tounen paved the way for me to recruit 60 farmers for formal interviews. Between July and 
November of 2011 I interviewed 30 farmers from Plas Hòtè and 30 farmers from Lawivyè 
Tounen at a place of the farmer’s choosing. The interviews were conducted on farms, in 
homes, at the local Fairtrade offices, in restaurants, in farm trucks and at the beach in either 
English or Kwéyòl, whichever the farmer preferred. If the farmer selected to do the interview 
in Kwéyòl, a translator was present to assist with translation and my imperfect language 
skills. Interviews were between 45 minutes and 4 hours in duration depending on the 
loquaciousness of the farmer, with the majority taking approximately 1.5 hours.  
To gain a broader perspective of the networks of individuals involved in the banana 
industry, I additionally interviewed 25 industry professionals and individuals working in the 
industry or Fairtrade in some capacity between October 2010 and May 2012. Interviews were 
conducted with employees at various levels of leadership in the following organizations and 
companies: St. Lucian Ministry of Forestry and Agriculture60 (MOFA), NFTO, FLO, 
Winfresh, WINFA, FLO-CERT, the Banana Production Management Unit (BPMU), the 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
before actually asking a question about it, or in rare cases when certain questions were inappropriate 
as with an interviewee who indicated that they did not wish to speak of their children.  
59 Fontana and Frey, 2005 
60 This has now been renamed the Ministry for Agriculture, Food Production, Fisheries, and Rural 
Development. 
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National Farmers and General Workers Co-Operative Credit Union, and the Predial Larceny 
Unit. These interviews were informal in structure with the primary objectives being to 
understand the role of each individual in the banana industry from their perspective and to 
record their experiences in the changes that Fairtrade production brought to St. Lucia’s 
banana industry. Individuals were recruited through informal conversations, meeting through 
banana industry activities, and email solicitation. Interviews lasted between 30 minutes and 2 
hours in duration depending on the interviewees’ replies, with the majority taking 
approximately 45 minutes. 
 
Environmental Assessments 
To answer questions about the sustainability of Fairtrade and track the economic and 
environmental realities and shifts in practice by farmers following Hurricane Tomas, I 
developed an experimental survey protocol to investigate conservation practices and 
knowledge on farms in Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen. This survey was designed to assess 
the operation and outcomes of ongoing conservation initiatives on the part of organizations 
like Fairtrade and the St. Lucian Government while documenting individual farmer 
experiences with rehabilitating and mitigating the impacts of the hurricane on their farms and 
community water resources. To do this I selected the Fairtrade requirement that every farmer 
with a stream or river on the property create and maintain a riparian buffer zone. This policy 
is at the heart of FLO’s environmental health initiative, and is a well-documented 
conservation practice for reducing non-point source pollutants such as agricultural runoff in 
temperate agricultural regions. However the practice is a controversial one in St. Lucia 
because of the large swath of land that it eliminates from production for farmers and because 
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there is limited study about the efficacy and suitability of this particular conservation practice 
for tropical and subtropical regions61. 
I designed an experimental study to document the erosion and efficacy of riparian 
buffer zones on four to six farms over the course of one year. With the intent of tracking 
farms for one year, I recruited farmers from each Fairtrade group. Farmers were first sorted 
based on the following criteria:  
 Be active members of either the Plas Hòtè or Lawivyè Tounen Fairtrade group 
 Have a stream or river on or bordering their property that flowed year-round  
 Be engaged in rehabilitating their farms after Tomas and planning to sell Fairtrade 
bananas again  
Once I identified farmers from the two communities’ Fairtrade groups who met these 
criteria, I visited potential study participants to assess the conditions of their riparian buffer 
zones post-Tomas. I evaluated each farm based on the extent to which buffers were present 
(if at all), and when applicable, how well the buffers had withstood the impacts from Tomas. 
I ranked the damage caused by rivers to buffer zones and the farm overall (Table 1.1). 
Table 1.1 Function Ranking Criteria of damage to farm riparian buffers 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
61 Moberg 2008 
Rank Description of criteria for ranking 
Good Minimal damage and flooding, more than 90% of the buffer zone remains intact and the impacts of the river were generally nominal. 
Moderate 
Some damage from flooding and debris, approximately 70-89% of 
the buffer zone remains intact and though the farm, banks and buffer 
sustained damage, the majority remains in fair condition for 
rehabilitation. 
Bad 
Serious breach(es) of the buffer zone resulting in severe flooding and 
damage from debris, however sizeable sections, approximately 30-
69% of the buffer zones remained intact, though not necessarily in 
good condition . 
Severe 
Massive destruction due to either failed or non-existent buffers, these 
farms have anywhere from 0-29% of their banks protected with 
buffer zones and they may not have had any to begin with.  
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Finally, I also gauged the farmer’s interest in participating in the study by describing 
the basics of the study, how it would impact them and the time commitment involved. Once 
this process was complete, of those willing to participate in the study, I selected farms that 
were representative of the distribution of damage in each of the two farming communities. 
For Plas Hòtè, the overall damage from flooding was less severe for two reasons: primarily 
because Hurricane Tomas did not affect this region as badly as the Southwestern parts of the 
island and secondarily because fewer farms are located on the Marquis Valley floor, so fewer 
farmers were in as vulnerable a position or met the criteria for selection. From this group, I 
selected one farm with a “good” ranking, 3 farms that were “moderate” and one farm that 
was “bad,” which was reflective of the distribution of damage among the farms considered. 
Of the farms selected, two farms were adjacent; another pairing was not possible however, 
due to the distribution of farms throughout the larger and more scattered Dauphin region. For 
Lawivyè Tounen, the overall damage for the region was much more severe, because this area 
was one of the two farming communities in St. Lucia to be most affected by Tomas and 
secondly because the majority of farms in this region are located in the heart of the valley 
and squarely within the floodplain of the Roseau River. These conditions are reflected in the 
distribution of farms I selected- two “moderate,” one “bad” and two “severe.” Of the farms 
selected, two sets of farms were adjacent to one another.  One pairing included one moderate 
and one bad farm; the other included one moderate and one severe farm.   
With the intent of tracking 2-3 farms from each watershed for 12 consecutive months, 
I initially recruited 5 farmers from Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen, anticipating that some of 
the farms would not complete the full duration study. In actuality, only 2 farmers were 
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eliminated from the study because of abandoning their farming altogether. One left because 
of serious medical reasons and the other left for financial reasons departing the country to 
seek work abroad. A total of 8 farms were studied for a full 12-month cycle. These intensive 
case studies began in April 2011 and were completed in May 2012. During each visit the 
following protocol were employed in the monthly farm surveys: 
 
Farmer Decision-making and Conservation Practices: On monthly visits to each farm, I 
interviewed the farmer and monitored how they managed their riparian buffer zones. The 
interviews were structured to ask the same 15 questions each month in order to track changes 
in attitudes, the introduction of new information, and influences on decision-making for 
farmers (Appendix 4). They also served as a moment to simply check in with farmers and 
hear about what is going on their farm and in their lives on a regular basis. Although I 
frequently visited these farms multiple times in a month for other activities such as working 
with the farmers, these revolving interviews were very helpful in specifically identifying 
farmers feelings and experiences with other farmers, Fairtrade and banana industry personnel 
and decision-making.   
 
Erosion Survey: On each farm I established 2 sites where I tracked erosion rates of the 
riverbank and observed riparian buffer management including vegetation growth, distribution 
and biodiversity, and floral and faunal surveys in a 10-meter patch (Appendix 4). In each 
case, the 2 sites designated on each farm were selected to represent one intact and one 
damaged point along their riparian buffer zone. Once the sites were selected, I installed 4’ 
long steal pegs into the ground at an approximate depth of 3’6”, leaving approximately 6” of 
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the peg above ground at the two points on the farm. Each point was recorded using GIS 
mapping and marked with neon surveyor’s tape. On each farm both points formed a survey 
site, designated Site #1 (marked with pink surveyors tape) and Site #2 (marked with pink and 
green surveyors tape). The sites were also selected in consultation with the farmers to be sure 
that the location was representative of their property and that it would not create any hardship 
or inconvenience for their farming plans.  
To measure successional erosion of the river banks at each Site, the distance from the  
steel pegs to the river bank was measured to the inch (<.5” round down, >.5” round up) to 
establish a baseline measurement. The distance from the peg to the closest planted banana 
plant or when possible coconut or mango tree was also recorded and marked. In the instances 
where the banana plants were actually between the peg and the stream, a negative number 
(for example -1’.3”) was recorded, and a measure to the banana behind the peg was also 
recorded, (Appendix 4). These measurements simultaneously measured change in the width 
of the buffer (space between the edge of the stream bank and the closest planted banana 
plant) and created a back up measure of bank erosion should the 4’ steal pegs ever wash 
away to allow for a calculated estimate of how much land was lost. On monthly visits the 
distance from each peg to the riverbank was measured, photographed and recorded along 
with noting any observations about the appearance of the site, recent precipitation, and 
sedimentation of the water in the river as judged by color and clarity of the water. 
Ground Cover Survey: To track the rate of vegetative cover on the ground of the river bank 
and the buffer zone itself, a plot of 6 m x 6 m centered on the peg and running 6 m back from 
the river bank was surveyed estimating percentages of bare or exposed earth, vegetative 
cover and other cover (rocks, trash, debris, dead vegetation etc.). Because flooding and 
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runoff from the areas planted with bananas were of greater concern than rainfall, I used the 
basal stem cover method for estimating ground cover instead of calculating canopy cover 
through one of the methods more commonly used in soil science.62 The percentage estimates 
were made by averaging the cover in 1 m x 1 m square subsections within the plot to 
determine the vegetative cover for that site. The results for each Site’s ground cover were 
photographed and recorded every month.  
Floral and Faunal Survey: All observed insects, animals, or presence of animals such as scat, 
tracks and other indicators, as well as identifiable species of vegetation were recorded on a 
monthly basis and photographed when possible. These were collected as indicators in shifts 
in biodiversity, seasons and complexity as certain areas were rehabilitated after Hurricane 
Tomas. 
 
GIS Mapping and Archival Research  
The Geographic Information Systems (GIS) methods employed in this research were 
initially used to document the size and scope of landslides on farms in the months directly 
following Hurricane Tomas. Following an entirely experimental method for documenting 
landslides, I used a Garmin eTrex Vista HCx mapping device to take waypoints at the base, 
sides and top of the landslides in most cases within a 10 m degree of accuracy to show the 
heights above sea level, expanse and distance of the landslides. I used this strategy in tandem 
with using a 100 m tape measure to measure across the landslides when possible. This 
process created rough maps and documented the location of many of the landslides for 
banana farmers in the Marquis and Roseau Watersheds. I later used a similar and much more 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
62 Stocking 1994: 218 
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commonly employed GIS mapping technique to create digitized maps of the farms 
participating in the Riparian Buffer Zone Survey (select maps are located in Appendix 1). 
Mapping involved ascertaining the borders from the farmer and then walking the boundary 
recording GPS waypoints every 2 meters along the boundary63 of the farms along with 
satellite accuracy, most often 10 meters, and elevation. I also used the Garmin to demarcate 
the Buffer Zone Survey Sites and key geographic points of each farm such as packing sheds, 
waterways, roads and more on the maps.  
To include some historic perspectives64 on the banana industry in St. Lucia I visited 
the St. Lucia National Archives in Castries for 2 weeks. My objective was to examine three 
stypes of materials: 1) colonial agricultural documents and reports dated from 1890 to 1973, 
2) documents related to the early settlement and events involving the Marquis and Roseau 
watersheds, and 3) St. Lucian newspaper publications from 1998 to the present to look for 
any public discussion of the issues or any mention of the development and changes in 
agriculture, environmental health, the St. Lucian banana industry and the arrival of Fairtrade. 
Though not an official archive, I also made frequent use of the Folk Research Centre library. 
 
Research Analysis  
Analysis of mixed-methods research has often come under fire with the criticism that 
it frequently produces inassimilable data.65 However, this analysis problem can be remedied 
by treating mixed-methods data as parts of a whole. To do this, I first analyzed the different 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
63 Monterola et al. 2007 
  
64 Though certainly not an objective one, recognizing the myriad of issues surrounding which 
documents were selected to be saved and who was writing them during the colonial period.  
65Vogt and Vogt 2014; Brannen 2005 
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data from participant observation, interviews and surveys, environmental assessments, GIS 
mapping and archival research independently and subsequently synthesized those findings. I 
reviewed, copied, and coded fieldnotes from participant observation drawing out themes and 
making note of patterns and points to consider in my analysis of interviews and writing. 
Digitally recorded interviews were transcribed, converted to rich text format documents (.rtf), 
and evaluated as a data set using MaxQDA Plus qualitative mixed-methods analysis. In 
MaxQDA Plus I analyzed the data using a variety of methods including traditional coding, 
lexical and extended lexical searches, and typology tables and matrices of codes and 
subcodes. These techniques facilitated for both inductive evaluations of the data following 
macro trends identified during fieldwork as well as a using deductive analysis drawing 
straight from the ethnographic narratives to form new ideas and connections within my 
research.66 My objectives with these interviews and fieldnotes were to identify, confirm, and 
complicate questions and patterns observed throughout the research and analysis process.  
The Economic and Wellbeing Surveys yielded more quantitative data including 
demographics, counts, and ranked responses. The survey responses were entered into MS 
Excel spread sheets to allow for quantifying these responses, calculating the mean, modes, 
median and averages where applicable and most importantly tracking comparisons between 
the 2011 and 2012 responses. Finally, I analyzed these results for differences between the 
responses in each community Fairtrade group by comparing differences in responses 
collected from each community and the findings from the surveys as a whole.  
The data from the environmental assessments conducted through the Riparian Buffer 
Zone Surveys comprise a dynamic place-based data set of interviews, fieldnotes, erosion 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
66 Bernard 2002; Hayashi et al 1992; Denzin 1989 
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measures, and nearly 5,000 photographs. I again read, copied and coded the fieldnotes and 
photo logs. I regret not compiling a digital photo log in the field as the photos were taken, 
however the photos were logged within the fieldnotes. The erosion measures, vegetative 
ground cover data and observations of floral and faunal surveys were entered in MS Excel 
spread sheets as both individual site data and again with like data to allow for analysis of 
total erosion patterns, change in vegetative ground cover, etc.  
Upon completion of each of these independent analyses, I synthesized the results to 
generate a comprehensive picture of the practice and prospects of Fairtrade grounded in the 
impacts of disaster, rooted communities and complex socio-ecological banana farming 
communities. These matrices allow me to visually present relationships and results from all 
components of my research to be reviewed collectively thus offering a more relational 
perspective of the findings drawn from sophisticated sets of data. 
 
 
1.5 Outline of the Dissertation 	  
The complex and concomitant issues St. Lucian banana farmers face today represent 
the convergence of structural problems deeply rooted in the geography, colonial history, and 
extractive relations with the land and people and the bristling urgency produced by global 
economic, environmental and social crises. The Fairtrade model posits a solution that 
simultaneously fails to fully assess the magnitude and specificity of the issues it tries to affect 
while promoting an alternative development model that is strikingly similar to conventional 
trade in its dependence on the market and consumers to affect changes. This dissertation 
argues three points: 1) Fairtrade does not achieve the sustainable development goals 
established by the Fairtrade Labeling Organization and anticipated by the certified producers; 
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2) More than a difference between theory and practice, this failure is because the source of 
problems like economic inequity, inadequate agency, and environmental degradation require 
a more complex explanation and solution than making trade ‘fair.’; 3) The themes that 
emerged surrounding the processes in which farmers position and reposition themselves and 
alter their strategies in response to interactions with and relations to crises, shifts in the 
environment, their social networks, and the banana industry (including Fairtrade) go beyond 
questions about Fairtrade. These findings speak to worldwide conversations about the 
impacts of climate change, agrarian futures and the future of an ever globalized earth. 
Drawing on data analysis from 20 months of fieldwork this dissertation develops my 
argument by showing the profound relationality of these issues, their rootedness in social and 
natural landscapes, and the failings of Fairtrade through an analysis of the geography, 
livelihoods, and the aftereffects of consecutive disasters among St. Lucian banana farmers.  
 
Chapter 2: Rooted Communities, Assembled Landscapes: Situating human-environment 
relationships in St. Lucia  
The processes of colonialism are engraved into the landscape of colonized spaces 
through their meanings and the aesthetics of place and praxis in St. Lucia. Thus this chapter 
begins with a discussion of the making of St. Lucia, interrogating the biological, geological, 
economic and social processes that combined form a relational framework with which to 
understand how St. Lucian banana farmers came to be where they are today, both vulnerable 
agricultural producers in a crumbling banana industry in a time of environmental 
degradation, volatile climate and weather patterns and global entrepreneurs actively engaged 
in negotiating their positions locally and globally. Next, I explore the formation of the 
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agrarian landscapes and history of the banana industry in St. Lucia, establishing the 
globalism, vulnerability, and socioecological volatility of the industry throughout its history. 
The chapter concludes with an introduction to the two communities studied for this research. 
 
Chapter 3: “No Fairtrade, No Bananas” 
Who/what is Fairtrade? This chapter asks how “No Fairtrade, No Bananas” became 
the slogan in St. Lucia and the notion of ‘Fairtrade as a savior to the banana industry in St. 
Lucia’.  Chapter 3 begins with an examination of Fairtrade as an entity by tracing the 
concurrent trajectories of development theories, global agriculture markets, neoliberal 
globalization policies and the rise of Fairtrade as it transformed from a social movement to a 
multi-national trademark. Next I connect Fairtrade as a global entity to St. Lucian farmers’ 
lives, revisiting the economic crises discussed in Chapter 2 when farmers sought out 
Fairtrade and brought it to St. Lucia. Finally, I identify three domains of the contemporary 
Fairtrade model for analysis of farmers’ experiences and practice of Fairtrade in St. Lucia.   
 
Chapter 4: Seeing Fairtrade 
 Chapter 4 explores the three domains of analysis identified in Chapter 3 while asking 
and answering the question:  why don’t farmers see Fairtrade? This very ethnographic 
chapter presents Fairtrade farmers’ lived experiences of Fairtrade through production, audits 
and certification, and organizational processes. Its aim is to show how Fairtrade works in 
practice in the St. Lucian context and highlighting fundamental conflicts between the goals 
and structure of the Fairtrade model. Through these narratives we gain insights into how 
farmers navigate local and national sociopolitics of the St. Lucian banana industry and how 
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these interactions shape their ideas about Fairtrade. Ultimately this chapter details the many 
ways in which Fairtrade policy and practice diverge through an examination of the complex 
power relations being performed throughout the three domains and explaining why farmers 
say that they “don’t see Fairtrade.” 
Chapter 5: When Disaster is Not Your Problem: The Limitations of Fairtrade in the Age of 
Climate Change 
Building upon the relationality of Fairtrade, bananas and St. Lucian farmers presented 
in Chapters 2, 3 and 4, this chapter takes on the materiality and afterlife of disasters among 
banana farmers. It returns to the themes and problems with social networks and 
organizations, environmental health and the Fairtrade model as farmers grapple with the 
social, economic and environmental fallout from consecutive disasters and their engagement 
with Fairtrade. Through a materiality of the hurricane and onset of Black Sigatoka, I 
demonstrate the ways in which Fairtrade is simply an inadequate instrument for St. Lucian 
banana farmers to address the confluence of factors they are navigating including weather 
and disease exacerbated by climate change. Finally, I present the results of the buffer zone 
case studies to demonstrate the overlapping and complex factors involved in conservation 
effort failures. Combined, these results argue for the intensified frequency and nature of 
challenges St. Lucian farmers face, and the inadequacy of the sustainable development 
discourse and solutions employed by Fairtrade to respond to or even understand the complex 
relationality of these issues.  
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CHAPTER 2: ROOTED COMMUNITIES, ASSEMBLED LANDSCAPES: 
SITUATING HUMAN-ENVIRONMENT RELATIONSHIPS IN SAINT LUCIA 
 
 
Bananas plants, several weeks old, begin to put out leaves  
 
 
The natural history of these islands is eminently curious, 
and well deserves attention. 
— Charles Darwin67  
 
Introduction  
Life in St. Lucia, like much of the inhabited Caribbean, is “deeply global” and has 
been for centuries.68 However, long before the first Homo sapiens set foot on the island 
around 200 B.C.69, geologic processes were in motion shaping the physical presentation of 
the land and waterways of the island and influencing the form and function of the St. Lucian 
landscape. The early geologic formation of valleys and hills would come to affect how and 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
67 Darwin,1890, he was of course, speaking of the Galapagos, but the sentiment remains the same 
68 Slocum, 2006:130 
69 There is disagreement and minimal archaeological evidence dating archaic human presence 
specifically on St. Lucia, however it is fairly safe to say that somewhere between 200 B.C. and 500 
A.D. Arawaks and later Caribs inhabited St. Lucia and neighboring Windward islands of Dominica 
and Grenada (Fitzpatrick 2013:202; Keegan 1994). 
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where the people of St. Lucia would farm bananas for export millions of years later. This 
chapter has two aims:  first, to connect the formative biologic and geologic processes of St. 
Lucia with the early human social processes such as colonization, settlement, and 
development of a plantation economy on the island; second, to demonstrate the ways that 
these early processes melded and co-produced the landscape, social spaces and entangled 
relationality of agricultural life in St. Lucia today. By layering visual, social, and storied 
processes upon one another, I explore the St. Lucian landscape of banana production and 
draw upon theoretical concepts of landscape as a framework to illustrate the interconnected 
and co-produced manner in which the scope, social relations, environmental conditions, and 
challenges of St. Lucian agricultural communities exist.70 Finally, I use these claims to 
introduce and situate the formation of the banana farming communities, Plas Hòtè and 
Lawivyè Tounen, demonstrating the deeply rooted relationality of these landscapes and their 
inhabitants.  
 
2.1 Birth by Fire: Lava landscapes & colonial confrontations   
Geologically speaking, St. Lucia and the other island nations that comprise the Lesser 
Antilles in the eastern Caribbean are rather young.71 This archipelago formed less than 50 
million years ago in the Middle Eocene (56-33.9 MYA) as the Atlantic tectonic plate forced 
the Caribbean plate above sea level through a fiery progression of volcanic eruptions, 
earthquakes, and explosions that produced jagged mountains plunging into the ocean below. 
Millions of years of erosion and alluvial deposition followed by further eruptions 26 million 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
70 By communities I am employing the term in the broad sense to include the non-human biotic and 
material members of the community or ecosystem writ large. 
71 Iturralde-Vinent, 2006; Harmsen et al. 2012 
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years ago formed the fundamental geology of St. Lucia. Despite covering only 616.4 square 
kilometers (238 square miles) of earth, the heterogeneity of the island’s topography and 
geomorphic formation fosters micro-climes of tropical dry, subtropical wet and moist forest 
as well as elfin woodlands found along the ridges of mountains. With a narrow range of 
temperature fluctuation between 26 C to 32 C and mean annual precipitation of 1500mm to 
3800mm72 St. Lucia is classified as tropical wet or AF/equatorial humid on the widely used 
Köppen-Geiger climate classification scale.73 The alluvial deposits which settled in St. 
Lucia’s valleys from erosion over millions of years (Figure 2.1) yield some of the most 
prosperous regions for agriculture and cultivation on the island. Rhyolite, andacite, dacite, 
and basalt are the primary rocks found on this island. St. Lucian soils are extensive, with 49 
different types74, however the three predominant soils are kalolinite clay in the island 
interior, montmorillonitic clays in coastal areas, and finally alluvial soils in the main 
agricultural areas located in river basins and valleys.75  
The mountains, soils, waterways and continuing geologic processes of weathering, 
erosion, and active geothermal systems form the material foundation of St. Lucia. The natural 
history of this place is home to a diverse array of flora, fauna and together they comprise the 
complex spaces of St. Lucia in which all living and non-living entities dwell, coproduce and 
navigate. Historical biogeography of the region establishes that “The constantly changing 
geographic scenario of the Caribbean region provided either barriers or highways for faunal  
exchange and evolution of terrestrial and marine ecosystems”.76  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
72 Cox et al, 2006:56; Peel et al. 2007 
73 Peel et al. 2007 
74 Isaac 2001:13 (quoting Stark et al., 1966); Cox et al. 2005 
75 Cox et al 2005 
76 Iturralde-Vinent, 2006 
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Figure 2.1 Geological Map of St. Lucia, Organization of American States 1984 
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Analysis from the conceptualization of landscape and the relationality that must therefore be 
addressed in its making, dwelling, and imagined futures presents the “ability to integrate a 
variety of stubborn oppositions”77 between nature and culture, humans and non-humans, and 
local and global long attended to as dichotomies. In the St. Lucian context this approach 
facilitates a discussion of interactions throughout history between people, land, and biology 
through socioecological processes that recognize the multifaceted and rooted nature of the 
material and social negotiations taking place among Lucian banana farmers in these spaces in 
the twenty-first century.   
Landscapes have been the subject of an active and broad literature for more than 
thirty years discussed across the humanities, social sciences and natural science.78 This is an 
active space for work across disciplines including geography, anthropology, and comparative 
studies that coalesce with central themes explored in political ecology. Theorizing landscapes 
encompasses thinking about their production and meaning as well as places to observe and 
understand socioecological processes over time and space. Landscapes are also places to 
consider contributions from feminist political ecologists that have been especially formative 
for integrating power and postcolonial theories within human-environment relationships. 
Across this vast body of literature salient ideas most meaningful for theorizing the St. Lucian 
context include the treatment of agrarian landscapes as spaces of power and negotiation 
through material production and extraction; representation and colonial appropriation; and 
places of significance and processes of habituation. To these I add the less theorized but 
substantive ideas from ecosystems theories that help to conceptualize the dynamic and 
symbiotic, though not homogenous or hierarchical, ecological processes of the Caribbean 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
77 Pool and Cliggett 2008:13 
78 Wylie 2007 
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landscape.  
As aesthetically idealized productions and reproductions of European imperialism, 
landscapes have been conceptualized as the “groundwork of empire”79 and spaces of 
power/knowledge enacted and reified. Reflecting on a materialist perspective of landscape 
and power, Wylie writes that this view of power, promoted most notably by geographer 
Donald Mitchell, is “grounded in the material transformation of landscape through industrial 
and agricultural processes, and the concomitant material transformation of human lives. 
Here, labor is as much about production as consumption, labor as leisure; it works more 
through everyday economic and social processes than ideological tableaux.”80 In the same 
vein but following a more post-colonial perspective, literature in the 1990’s following 
Foucauldian perspectives on the relations between power and knowledge theorized landscape 
and the production/reproductions of landscape through colonialism, travel and imperialism. 
These works “emphasized questions of representation, erasure, and appropriation, the 
mapping-out of imaginative geographies of self and other, and issues of scientific and 
aesthetic authority”.81 Still others have underscored the everyday production of landscape 
drawing upon Bourdieu’s theory of habitus and conceiving of “Landscape [as] the expression 
of the practices of habitation through which the habitus of place is generated and laid down 
as custom and law upon the physical fabric of the land”.82 When combined, there emerges a 
productive picture of landscapes as active spaces where the relationships between power, 
social processes, material production and habituation may be observed is produced. However 	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even this picture is too anthrocentric and missing an engagement with the other components 
of natural world.  
Contrary to romanticized visions that situate islands as bastions of isolation harboring 
untainted ecosystems and sheltered cultural spaces, islands are dynamic territories where 
chance liaisons and deliberate introductions have taken place biologically and culturally. The 
Caribbean island ecosystems are far from isolated. Along with the dust and insects deposited 
in the Windward Islands by hurricanes and tropical storms each year83, Saharan dust storms 
transport seeds, dust and spores from continental Africa to the Eastern Caribbean at the rate 
of 20 tons annually contributing to the character of soils and possibly the decline of coral 
reefs.84 Likewise human migration has been continuous beginning with the earliest 
Amerindians out of South and Central America and across the Caribbean archipelago and 
later European conquests of land, resources, and people. The Caribbean islands are spaces of 
intense movement and constant adaptation. “The ways in which European, African, [Indian,] 
and Amerindian histories became rapidly entangled in the transatlantic colonial process 
allows us to destabilise the popular notion that islands are isolated geographic spaces from 
the larger forces of globalization and modernity”.85 Because of the ways in which 
colonialism and the resulting postcolonial societies developed through a process of travel, 
human agricultural experimentation, and extraction, Deloughrey asserts “The relationship 
between colonization and ecology is rendered most visible in island spaces.”86 Similarly, the 
relationship between the environment and globalization, development and climate change is 	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in many ways most evident in islands landscapes specifically because they are sites of 
exchange, extraction and interaction between such great numbers of entanglements.    
Examining these relationships is both popular and enduring,. However, nature and 
landscape are often conceptualized as a tension between humans and environment where 
both act upon the other but in heterogeneous ways. Too often humans are seen as the primary 
actors upon nature or nature is conceived of as overly deterministic and predictive. More 
recent efforts to understand the complexity of these relationships have made gains such as 
can be seen in the collaboration between cultural anthropologist Lisa Cliggett and 
archaeologist Christopher A. Pool. Their edited volume Economies and the Transformation 
of Landscape entwines the economic, environmental and cultural production and mitigation 
of landscape building on what they describe as anthropology’s long engagement with space, 
environment material and cultural production and, reflecting more recent disciplinary 
emphasis, on the relationality of spaces such as landscapes to be understood fundamentally 
from the perspective of objects and subjects as making one another, and (re)assigning 
meaning through agents’ experience of such.87 However others are still too linear in their 
prescriptions such as Johnson and Hunn in their edited volume Landscape Ethnoecology. 
Here they propose that landscapes should be conceptualized on a continuum with most 
landscapes falling categorically somewhere in-between anthropogenic and natural 
landscapes.  
anthropogenic landscapes                     natural landscapes 
 
They suggest that to consider landscapes is to see that the “relationship between the land and 
classification or understanding of land is a feedback loop that takes in both the potential of 
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the land and human ways of making a living, including human technologies, cosmologies 
and knowledge systems”.88 While this presentation does bring nature into the theory of 
landscapes, it foregrounds human use, human modification, and human knowing. This is 
even more evident as they write, “We emphasize landscape as perceived and imagined by the 
people who live in it, the land seen, used and occupied by members of the local 
community”.89 While the focus of their work is to understand a multiplicity of 
ethnoecological prescriptions of landscape from many human groups and ways of thinking, 
they present the natural and material aspects of landscapes as a medium in which human 
actors create and form meaning and spaces of dwelling and not as part of the act of dwelling 
or an actor involved in shaping such meanings.   
 Moving beyond the framing of landscape only as it relates to humans, or as a medium 
for human knowing, production and modification, involves overcoming “The modernist 
dichotomy of nature and society, so deeply ingrained in agro-food studies and orthodox 
social-theory, [which] is disabling– analytically, politically, and ethically”.90 One possible 
way to achieve a more holistic view of landscape is in considering the relationality of 
landscape. In her article Geographies of Responsibility Massey advocates for “thinking space 
relationally.” She writes about the processes involved in the making of space, and points to 
the inherent involvement of politics and identity in such a conceptualization saying, “If space 
is a product of processes, trajectories, interrelations, we make space through interactions at 
all levels…”.91 The relationality of landscape thus allows for the consideration of all 	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“processes, trajectories, interrelations” although not only as a product of these, but also as an 
impermanent formation with an unknown future. 
The tension and uncertainty between conceptions of landscapes as products, holders, 
and records of the past and the messiness of interrelations of the present is precisely the space 
to examine the deeply rooted networks at play in the St. Lucian agrarian context.  That 
context is one where “complex connections between local and transnational realities, from 
markets, migration and social movements, to land use change, species invasions, viral 
plagues and climate change challenge geography’s ability to explain and address the 
changing postcolonial and social-ecological landscapes that we simultaneously co-create and 
inhabit”.92 Feminist geographer Dianne Rocheleau challenges research aimed at recognizing 
and reconciling these tensions and the uncertainty involved in the making and remaking of 
space, by “placing power in networks,” “connecting networks with territories,” “joining 
social and natural elements in polycentric networks,” and “integrating static network 
structures and dynamic systems behavior”.93 These aims are furthered through theorizing the 
St. Lucian agrarian landscape from its earliest formation straight through to its current 
presentation.  
 
2.2 Positioning Agricultural Communities in St. Lucia 
Colonization and the development of agriculture in St. Lucia     
Thinking relationally about the St. Lucian landscape merges natural history with the 
discussions about spaces and power and material production and extraction of resources as 
discussed above. Tim Ingold writes, “the landscape is constituted as an enduring record of 	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the lives and works of past generations who have dwelt within it”.94 This is certainly true 
when viewing the agrarian landscape that St. Lucian farmers live in and work upon: the 
structures of colonialism and the people who lived it are engraved into the landscape of 
colonized spaces via their meaning, their physical presentation, and their utility in St. Lucia.  
When considering St. Lucia’s colonial history, it is essential to reflect on the sources 
of knowledge and representations that are used to construct and represent socioecological 
processes from that time period. In many cases Western knowledge has been predicated on 
the accounts and explanations of colonial reports, letters, diaries and other travel writings by 
European explorers. Unquestioning reliance on these accounts is what Tuhiwai Smith calls 
the “Positional Superiority of Western Knowledge,”95 considering who constructs the 
representations of the landscapes of colonization and how those representations and 
classifications of places, people and things were “also undeniably about power and 
domination”.96 The colonial accounts of settlement and history within the Caribbean follow 
Tuhiwai Smith’s critique, by “othering” certain manifestations of life through ranking groups 
of living beings, especially non-humans, and continue to shape relations within these 
landscapes today. One common narrative in St. Lucia is concerned with the previous 
inhabitants of St. Lucia, Amerindian populations of Arawaks and later Caribs. Despite 
limited information about these two peoples, they are often represented in a historical 
depiction where the aggressive and cannibalistic Caribs conquered and eradicated the more 
peaceful Arawaks upon their arrival in St. Lucia.97  	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St. Lucia was colonized fourteen times in total, the first time by the French starting in 
1635.98 This island nation is frequently referred to as the “Helen of the West Indies,”99 
because St. Lucia subsequently became the subject of an ongoing battle for power and 
control caught between the geopolitics and imperial voracity of Britain and France. Although 
they acknowledged the island’s resources, the British wanted control of St. Lucia primarily 
for its strategic military vantage point given the view of Martinique.100 By holding St. Lucia, 
the British had the advantage of being able to foresee any French incursions into the 
Caribbean launched from France’s headquarters in Martinique. Likewise the French coveted 
St. Lucia because it prevented this British advantage and secondarily because it was a 
geographically proximate source of supplies like timber, agriculture and other material 
resources for the Martinican colony.101  
In a relatively early (1763) and detailed account of the tête-à-tête between France and 
Britain, John Campbell reflected briefly on the physical terrain and colonial desirability of St. 
Lucia in his work titled: Candid and impartial considerations on the nature of the sugar 
trade: the comparative importance of the British and French islands in the West-Indies: with 
the value and consequence of St. Lucia and Granada, truly stated102. He notes the great 
appeal of an island where ships could access the harbors at anytime, unlike many of the 
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neighboring isles that required tide dependent arrival and departures.103 Capturing the 
islands’ geography and agricultural promise, Campbell describe the large Mabouya valley as 
well as the slightly smaller Dennery, Roseau, and Marquis valleys— 
"There runs also a long range of mountains, some of which are of great height, 
along the windward [eastern] side of the island; but at the bottom of these, there is a 
fine plane, near fifteen miles long, and between two and three [miles] broad; the soil 
of which is very rich and fruitful. There are besides those already mentioned, several 
other mountains, with pleasant vallies [sic] between them. The soil in general, is 
much of the same nature, and held to be very little, if at all, inferior to that of 
Martinique; so that there is no doubt if it were equally cultivated, it would yield 
extraordinary profit, more especially when the country is effectually cleared, which, a 
few spots excepted near the sea coast, is at present over-grown with wood.104   
 
Campbell portrays the ebb and flow of small streams and ravines as limnological 
virtues of the island and notes the seasonality of the weather as an inconvenient but accepted 
regional attribute. 
"Many rivulets run from the mountains into the sea on both sides, and in all of 
them, there is plenty of different kinds of fish. It is true, that some of these rivulets, 
and the same might be alleged of other islands, may be rather stilled torrents; because, 
though at some seasons, they are rapid and full of water; yet in the heat of summer 
they are frequently dried up, which is however (as we have observed) an 
inconvenience not at all peculiar to St. Lucia."105  
 
These details in Campbell’s assessment of St. Lucia align astoundingly well with the alluvial 
soils deposited and shaped through fluvial process as indicated on the map of St. Lucia’s 
geological formation (Figure 2.1). The light yellow as indicated on the legend highlights the 
areas of alluvium (rich sediment deposited by streams and rivers) across the island. By 
comparing Campbell’s 1763 narrative assessment of the island’s untapped potential with the 
map of St. Lucia’s geology (Figure 2.1) and a second map showing contemporary 
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agricultural production (Figure 2.3) designated by the legend as the areas of maroon and dark 
spotted red, we are presented with a descriptive and visual coalescence of natural and human 
activities documented overtime. These areas are regions with high alluvium deposition that 
were assessed for their productive abilities and colonized accordingly. The interplay between 
biological presentation, geological formation and colonization, melded to build what are 
today St. Lucia’s chief agricultural sectors including the Mabouya, Roseau, Marquis, and 
Dennery Valleys where the largest banana cultivation takes place (Figure 2.3). Furthermore, 
taking these maps and comparing them to the areas colonized early on in St. Lucia’s history, 
as painstakingly documented in the map made by Latour in 1784, shows the histories of 
production, extraction and human use of these areas of land (Figure 2.2.).  
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Figure 2.2 Map of St. Lucia 1784 by Lefort de Latour, provided by Dr. Jolien Harmsen 
	   56	  
 
Figure 1.3 Agriculture, forests, vegetation and land use of Saint Lucia prepared by Roger 
Graveson106  
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Although these corresponding areas of alluvium deposition, colonization, and intensive 
agricultural production have all been in production for centuries, their land use and histories 
are not homogenous. Geographic differences such as points of coastal access, vulnerability to 
hazards such as flooding and hurricanes, and inland accessibility over and around mountains 
and valleys shaped their early colonial settlement and use. These land use and settlement 
patterns in turn unfolded over centuries to influence the sociocultural, economic and 
environmental entanglements and relationships within the landscape across St. Lucia. In the 
following section I will show how the banana industry replaced the sugarcane industry and 
plantation system that the colonial governments of France and Britain built on the labor of 
slaves and indentured workers.107  In a regional transition that took nearly a century to 
complete, the economic, social, and land tenure transitions moved St. Lucia from a sugarcane 
and plantation system to a smallholder/peasant population fueled by the development of the 
banana industry in St. Lucia and neighboring Windward Islands.  
 
Situating the banana industry in St. Lucia 1880 to 2000: “Green Gold” and other tales 
The history of the banana industry in St. Lucia is vast and interesting with many ups 
and downs economically and socially, but for the purposes of understanding the relationships 
between bananas and St. Lucia that would eventually lead to the engagement with Fairtrade, 
there are really two aspects of the industry history that are relevant to this discussion. The 
first is that the St. Lucian industry, though vital for the domestic economy, has always been 
located at the fringe of the wider transatlantic banana industry. The second is that the 
interplay between socioecological processes had been influential in the booms and busts in 	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the industry from the very beginning. I present these aspects to demonstrate that the period in 
which St. Lucia, along with the neighboring Windward Islands, turned to Fairtrade at the turn 
of the twenty-first century was part of a larger pattern of relations within the industry and 
banana landscape characterized by instability, competing political and economic interests, 
and smallholder farmers adapting to shifting socioecological challenges. By framing the 
existent industry relations and ongoing patterns of the banana industry and associated actors, 
the emerging picture is one of a set of socioecological relations deeply rooted in local and 
global processes of banana production in the eastern Caribbean and the formation and 
persistence of St. Lucian agrarian communities.  
 
Bananas in St. Lucia and the rise of transatlantic trade for the banana industry 1880-1942  
The roots of Fairtrade’s arrival in St. Lucia can be linked to the policies, practices and 
players involved in the transatlantic banana industry from the outset. For much of Latin 
America and the Caribbean bananas became an important export crop from the late 
nineteenth century onward.108 The complexity of the rise and development of this 
transatlantic production-export industry has been widely researched and written about across 
the fields of history, economics, political science and to some degree anthropology.109 In 
general the export banana industry has been defined by a set of relations in which “foreign 
capital, corporate profiteering, and Caribbean and Latin American labor were essential 
dynamics”.110 Early ventures were diverse and small-scale with individual enterprises 
shipping bananas to the United States from Costa Rica and Honduras and to the United 	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Kingdom and Europe from Jamaica and Panama.111 Unlike the argument for small direct 
trading partnerships in fair trade, the size of these early operations did not foster anything 
akin to equality or socially just relations between producers and owners. Most accounts of 
the early banana days present harsh working conditions, intense exploitative labor 
arrangements and environmental degradation across dissimilar regions. On this Striffler and 
Moberg write,  
“Wherever the banana trade established itself, it generated broadly similar demands 
for labor, land, and capital, causing common patterns and themes of development to 
emerge in otherwise disparate regions. In many places, these included the conversion 
of tropical forests into monocrop plantations, the construction of railways, ports, and 
roads, and the integration of frontier zones into world markets, all of which occurred 
at a huge human cost.”112   
 
These early traders were quickly consolidated into multinationals over a few decades of rapid 
growth and intense competition so that by the 1930‘s, there were three large companies, 
United Fruit Company, Standard Fruit and Steamship Company and Cuyamel Fruit 
Company.113 The trajectory of these multinationals shaped the dominant trade and production 
practices of bananas for the South and Central Americas and parts of the Caribbean. 
However, even from this early stage, St. Lucia’s banana industry took a different path, one 
that has shaped the practices, policies and trade disputes within the banana industry into the 
twenty-first century. 
Bananas were first introduced to the Caribbean and St. Lucia by Spanish and 
Portuguese explorers in the late fifteenth century but they did not become an important crop 
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for the formal economy for several hundred years.114 However as the escalation of export 
banana production took place across the Caribbean, it generally bypassed St. Lucia.  This 
difference can be attributed to the already established sugar production in St. Lucia, the 
mountainous landscape and a relatively small acreage and population making it undesirable 
for industry development from colonial officials’ perspective.115 There is minimal evidence 
of bananas as an economic focus in St. Lucia before 1900. A 1907-1908 colonial report from 
the West Indies mentions in passing that bananas were being planted for consumption and 
local markets. However, there appears to be little growth in the scope of the plant production. 
The report shows 82 plants were distributed by the agricultural research station for the 
twenty-year period preceding the report, a very small number compared to records of other 
plants distributed by the station.116 In 1918 another report discusses “the objective of 
extending the area under banana cultivation” for the production of banana meal as a 
commercial product and by the early 1920’s bananas began to be developed as an export 
trade and early reports discuss growing the industry in the midst of challenges from the pest 
weevil borer and Panama Disease, Fusarium oxysporum, affecting the plants in St. Lucia117. 
Great efforts were employed to protect the nascent banana industry, including eradication, 
strict quarantine, and banning the importation of bananas from regions infected with Panama 
Disease including Trinidad, Tobago, Grenada and Central and South America.118  	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Despite the disease control efforts Panama Disease would present a constant adversay 
to developing a banana market in St. Lucia. By 1925 the disease was identified in St. Lucia’s 
export crops and the biannual report describes visiting inspectors scouring plantations and 
peasants’ farms alike and destroying infected plants.119 However, by 1927 the “importance of 
Gros Michele as a crop [a cultivar preceding the Cavendish bananas grown for export today] 
practically ceased with the winding up of the local Banana Company…”120 and by 1928 there 
were no recorded exports reports . The Governor wrote : 
 “Following the closing of the banana estates [in 1927] this industry has relapsed to 
the local inter-colonial export of various kinds of bananas, principally with Barbados. 
Arrangements for shipping bananas in cool store to Canada were being made early in 
the present year and there is now a prospect of a moderate trade being worked up in 
this manner.”  
 
This cessation did not last for long however. Between 1933-34 bananas were once 
again being grown for export in St. Lucia, spurred on by a United Fruit Company subsidiary, 
the Canadian Buying Company (CBC).121 The company made an offer to purchase any 
healthy fruits, and smallholder farmers who had grown and sold sugar cane before the market 
crash122 met the offer with “a dramatic increase in banana plantings.”123 
What happened in the St. Lucian banana industry between 1937 and 1942 is 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
119 More plants were reported to be infected and destroyed belonging to the peasant farmers than 
those 
of the planation owners. Though no reason is given, it is plausible that the peasant farmers were more 
rigidly dealt with while the inspectors were more lenient with the plantations. This speculation comes 
from observations made just shy of a century later the same pattern played out in 2011 in St. Lucia 
when I observed the smaller and less politically or economically powerful farmers suffered greater 
losses to Black Sigatoka inspectors than their fellow farmers. 
120 1927 colonial report:11 
121 Mathurin 2011; Moberg 2008 
122 Slocum 2007 
123 Moberg 2008:33 
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extremely important because as I present in Chapters 4 & 5, the confluence of factors that 
contributed to the fate of this early rendition of the banana industry would be repeated in 
2011. Between 1935 and 1939 the export banana industry flourished through its new market 
access and the immediate payment for fruit at shipment provided by the CBC. In 1935 the 
CBC exported 59,893 stems of bananas124 and by 1937 the number had increased more than 
twofold to 126,940.125 Nonetheless, there were two problems: overproduction and the return 
of Panama Disease. The problem of overproduction, also known as “short-shipped,” occurred 
when St. Lucian farmers produce more bananas in good condition than the CBC could ship. 
The CBC was contractually obligated to buy all good condition bananas, so short-shipped 
referenced those bananas that were paid for and left behind on the docks126. As the supply 
increased, the CBC  “sought to cut its losses of short-shipped bananas by introducing new 
standard requirements for the bananas to be purchased by the Company. With the 
enforcement of these new standards, the number of short-shipped bananas was considerably 
reduced.”127 The oversupply of bananas, in contrast to shipping options and contractual 
obligations of the CBC to buy them, was an unprofitable situation when Panama disease 
experienced resurgence in St. Lucia.  
Despite the new standards, 1939 was the last year the CBC shipped bananas from St. 
Lucia, blaming Panama disease for the termination, though scholars have widely suggested 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
124 The stems, or true “bunches” of bananas are the main stalk at the center of all bananas growing on 
an individual plant. A stem consists of rings of bananas called “hands” with the individual bananas 
called “fingers”. A single stem can have anywhere between bananas 7-14 hands and each hand can 
have between 12-20 fingers. 
125 Mathurin 2011:5 
126 Mathurin 2011:6 
127 Mathurin 2011:6; see also Grossman 1999:37 for discussion of the same problem and increase in 
selectivity between the CBC and growers across the Windwards. 
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this was industry rhetoric and that declining profits, transportation and other organizational 
issues were fundamental causes.128 As Romalis writes, “It may be that Panama Disease 
became the scapegoat for problems with multiple social causes.”129  Whether Panama 
Disease was a factor in the termination of the CBC, the end of export market opportunities 
certainly led to declining disease management and spread of the disease for the remaining 
banana growers in St. Lucia. Mathurin writes about this while referencing agricultural 
records from the period as she observes:  
The 1942 Agricultural report rightfully read like a eulogy for the banana industry: 
‘Owing to employment offering at the U.S. Bases, and the cessation of shipping 
facilities, very little attention has been paid to this crop for some time, and although a 
fair amount of fruit is absorbed locally, this represents fruit cut from the older and 
more accessible gardens only….The virtual abandonment of cultivation has naturally 
resulted in a significant increase in the incidence of Panama Disease, efforts to 
control which by the department were restricted by other duties’ (ICTA 1943, 3).130  
 
Thus the first incursion into the global banana industry for St. Lucia was characterized by 
short bursts of boom and bust profitability for farmers and concluded with smallholder 
farmers being penalized for overproduction through intensified quality controls, battling a 
banana fungus, and ultimately loosing their access to the international market. 
 
Bananas in St. Lucia Green Gold and the rise of Neoliberal trade policy 1950-2000  
The second, more enduring incursion into the export banana industry for St. Lucia 
was spurred on by the essential collapse of the West Indian sugar industry. The following 
thirty-year period would be characterized by instability in the banana industry harbored in by 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
128 Mathurin 2011; Moberg 2008; Grossman 1999; Romalis 1975 
129 Romalis 1975:231 
130 Mathurin 2011:7, citing the Imperial College of Tropical Agriculture 1944. Report on the 
Department of Agriculture, St. Lucia, 1943. Castries, St. Lucia: Government Printer at the 
Government Printing Office. 
	   64	  
an entangled mess of politics, extractive economic policies and Government involvement in 
the industry that would wax and wane with the latest sociopolitical or environmental crisis. 
The first of these crises came with the final collapse of the sugarcane industry after having 
faltered for decades.131 Although sugarcane planters’ and consequently laborers’ “withdrawal 
from production occurred gradually for over four decades until the 1950’s”132, the need for 
an alternative industry and source of livelihood for the large labor force by the 1950’s was 
acute. Across the Windward Islands colonial governments responded to the situation by 
providing education and startup funds for farmers to take up banana farming as smallholders 
across the islands133. These arrangements are part of the bifurcation in the transatlantic 
banana industry designated by Laura Raynolds as the European/ACP model.  Raynolds 
distinguishes this model from the larger and more well known trade relations involving 
multinationals such as Dole and Chiquita:  
Though bananas are typically seen as an undifferentiated commodity, historically 
divergent patterns of trade regulations have defined two distinct commodity systems 
for this fruit: the dominant Dollar Banana system centered on the U.S. market and the 
smaller ACP Banana trade between Europe and its former African, Caribbean, and 
Pacific (ACP) colonies.”134  
 
The colonial interests in maintaining stability, diversifying agricultural pursuits and limiting 
aid obligations by France and Britain produced smallholder peasant farmers that were 
decentralized, small-scale and backed by finances and policies by the state across the 
Windward Islands and ACP countries.135    
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
131 Moberg 2008; Slocum 2007 
132 Slocum 2006:46 
133 Slocum:2006; Grossman:1999 
134 Raynolds 2003:23 
135 Slocum 2006; Raynolds 2003  
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The trade between Europe and the ACP countries, formally designated as such 
through the Lomé Convention, is a trade and aid agreement signed in Lomé, Togo in 1975136. 
The policy, written and agreed upon by 46 ACP countries and their former European 
metropoles, codified post-independence economic relationships granting preferential trade 
status that simultaneously protected certain European countries’ access to over-seas resources 
while guaranteeing stable pricing for certain commodities137. Despite the popular perspective 
of the time that the Lomé Convention was a “model of development for former and then 
existing colonies of Europe”138 it also had the effect of cementing export driven economies 
and consequently limiting ACP countries’ ability to shift focus from export crops. ACP 
countries were able to keep going with guaranteed stable pricing, but never to get ahead, or 
exercise total autonomy without jeopardizing their economic stability. These countries were 
essentially positioned in a double-bind139. Fixed minimum pricing guaranteed income for 
those who continued to produce specific export crops for European markets, however this 
continuity also limited the ability of ACP countries to grow and diversify nationally without 
risking economic disaster. 
As I will describe in greater detail later in this chapter, Sugar Manufacturers Limited 
(SML) was originally a sugarcane company. Early in its short time of managing Model 
Farms, a commercial plantation in the Roseau Valley, SML began to cultivate bananas. To 
avoid the pitfalls of Panama disease, which had by the 1950’s ravished banana production 
worldwide, the SML and St. Lucian government followed recommendations to plant 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
136 Gruhn 1976  
137 Slocum, 2006; Gruhn 1976 
138 Slocum, 2006:36 
139 Bateson et al. 1956 
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Cavendish cultivars because they were resistant to Panama disease140. By the end of the 
decade Geest Industries, a British based shipping and import company, recognizing the true 
end of the sugar economy and interested in banana production, took over the SML. Geest 
reportedly made certain guarantees to the National Government about not expanding banana 
production, but they rescinded those assurances to the St. Lucian government shortly 
thereafter and proceeded to transition the agricultural production of the Roseau Valley 
entirely to bananas.141 The banana industry proceeded to follow an intensive boom and bust 
cycle with strong memories and discourse about the wealth generated when times were good 
and limited memories or references to the many longer periods of “bust,” analogous in many 
ways to the California Gold Rush142. 
The period between 1960 and 1980 known as “Green Gold” in St. Lucia is talked 
about with a blend of nostalgia and wistfulness that is at times raised in contrast to present 
day market conditions, Silvy, an old and weathered gentleman who farmed bananas for the 
last 39 years straight through the times of Green Gold reflects, “Well my lady, it’s a shame 
eh, time before they used to call banana Green Gold, you know these days you cannot make 
that.” This period brought about a change in land tenure while continuing the precariousness 
of accessing the market through a single entity and government involvement. The influx of 
banana production and movement to a contract-farming model really shifted the balance of 
power from plantation owners to smallholder peasant farmers143. The shift to a “successful” 
or at least more enduring banana industry in comparison to the attempts in the 1920’s and 	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141 Harmsen et al. 2012: 298-303 
142 Johnson 2001 
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1930’s brought about a strong centralized organization, the St. Lucia Banana Growers 
Association (SLBGA).  Government legislation mandated farmers’ membership in the 
SLBGA, a government statutory organization, through the 1967 St. Lucian Banana Growers’ 
Act onward if they wanted to export bananas144. Likewise, the ACT stipulated Geest, the 
shipping company, as the only exporter. This had the dual effect of Geest controlling all 
access to the international market and the SLBGA controlling all access to Geest for banana 
growers. These conditions in many ways mimicked the control that the CBC had over market 
access in the 1930’s, including an extended government role invested in the success of 
bananas as an economic endeavor. Also similar to the CBC, the SLBGA employees could 
control who and how many bananas were being sold through inspections and monitoring 
production and shipment of bananas.145 Combined, the Government and Geest control over 
the banana industry was so prosperous at this time that “even poorly managed farms could 
turn a profit, and many town residents with full-time employment but little farming 
experience adopted banana production on the side as a secure second income.”146 The model 
of production set up through this period also allowed Geest and the SLBGA sizable control 
of the economics, politics, and actions of the smallholder farming population through access, 
regulations, and production requirements.147 The control exerted during this time over 
shipments, production measures, agricultural inputs, and group membership and meetings is 
important as contextual background in considering the similarities that the arrival and 
policies of Fairtrade would bring to the industry decades later.  	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By the late 1980’s Green Gold was loosing its shimmer and as the profitability and 
stability in the industry waned, social unrest grew. The 1990’s brought a series of domestic 
and international challenges including farmers mobilizing protests and strikes, thoroughly 
documented by Slocum,148 that led to the diversification of private banana companies in St. 
Lucia, and the end of the SLBGA. Through the turmoil of the late 1990’s in the banana 
industry, the “Banana Wars” were taking place on a very public stage as the policies and 
status of the banana trade established through the Lomé convention between the ACP 
countries and their former colonizers came under fire. At issue was the banana production 
taking place in the system that Raynolds called the “European/ACP model,” being 
challenged by the Dollar banana system controlled by the U.S. companies Dole and Chiquita. 
The U.S, representing Dole and Chiquita, argued to the WTO that the trade arrangement 
between the European/ACP countries was unfair to competition, since their plantation grown 
bananas were produced at a much lower cost.149 As Clegg explains, “Chiquita Brands 
International attempting to re-establish that dominance, by attacking the right of Jamaica and 
the Windward Islands to export bananas. The rulings of the World Trade Organisation 
regarding the EU's banana regime in 1997 (WT/DS27/R/ECU) and 1999 
(WT/DS27/RW/ECU) favored the position of Chiquita, with the consequence that the future 
of the banana industry” became very uncertain for the Windward Islands and other ACP 
countries.150 The end result was that after years of lobbying, the WTO ruled in favor of the 
companies, stating that the Lomé Convention was in direct violation of free trade, stipulating 
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that preferential trade status must be completely phased out by January 1, 2006.151 
 
Bananas in St. Lucia and the rise of Fairtrade in 2000  
The WTO ruling had an immediate impact on trade policy between St. Lucia and the 
UK resulting in approximately 85% of farmers leaving the banana industry between 1998 
and 2000. Globally this trend has been repeated, and as farmers have lost or had their access 
to international markets threatened through free trade policies aimed at market deregulation, 
an increasing number of smallholders have turned to Fairtrade certification as a solution to 
market access problems. Thus, following a decade of deregulation in global agricultural trade 
policy, St. Lucian banana farmers were faced with changing their production approach or 
succumbing to the pressures of the global market. As a solution, in 2000, many remaining 
farmers elected to adopt new production methods and began the intensive certification 
process detailed in Chapter 3 to gain access to the Fairtrade niche market. 
 
2.3 Rural livelihoods and community in St. Lucia 
My research focuss on two banana farming communities in St. Lucia, Plas Hòtè and 
Lawivyè Tounen152, existing less than 10 miles from one another, but as fairly distant 
domains in the eyes and experiences of their residents. The following sections detail the 
primary trajectories of settlement and land development through colonization and 
independence tracing the stories of an individual farm and farmer from each of the 
communities of Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen.  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
151 Moberg 2005; Clegg 2002; WTO 1999; WTO 1997 
152 I originally included a third community in the far south of St. Lucia, but the damage to roads and 
infrastructure made access to that community first impossible and later exceptionally time consuming, 
ultimately leading to my decision to exclude that community from the remainder of my research. 
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Mountain Communities— Plas Hòtè 
 
Unless you arrive via boat from the Atlantic Ocean, braving a difficult and dangerous 
coastline characterized by riptides and rocky inhospitable shores, you must, as locals say, “go 
up” before you reach most of the communities situated in the Dauphin quarter of St. Lucia. 
The Marquis watershed 30.55 km2 comprises most of the land in the Dauphin region (Figure 
2.4).153  The watershed is ensconced on three sides by some of St. Lucia’s tallest mountains, 
including to the south where La Sorcière measures 2,200ft or 670m high and Piton Flore sits 
1,875ft or 572m high and serves as home to the endemic St. Lucia Parrot. Historically Plas 
Hòtè was considered unreachable except via boat or on horseback. The steep climb up the 
mountain ridges is well worth it; once you crest the top; the view of the underlying valley 
and the sizable Marquis River that winds its way through the foothills and river valley to the 
Atlantic Ocean is breathtaking (Figure 2.5). The view below is full of forest, colorful clusters 
of homes and communities and millions of coconut and banana trees. With the exception of 
the few families who live on the ridge itself and the communities peppered across the 
southwestern slope of the mountain, residents’ communities are ensconced beyond the 
mountain ridge and dispersed among the many ravines, clustering throughout the hills and 
valleys proximate to the Marquis River. Plas Hòtè, meaning literally Highland Place, is the 
largest community in this mountainous region. The communities on the southwestern slope 
are comprised mainly of private and public sector workers and their families who commute 
into Castries, the capital city, and nearby tourist resorts for work. The town center of Plas 
Hòtè is situated on the ridge of the mountain and demarcates the shift to predominantly 
agricultural communities that comprise the interior of the region and the northwestern slopes 
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leading down to the Marquis River which flows to the northeast coast and Atlantic Ocean.  
 
Figure 2.4 Map of St. Lucia’s 37 watersheds indicating the Roseau and Marquis rivers/watersheds154 
Although banana and other farmers sprinkle the mountainsides and valley, much of 
the landscape and land use in the Marquis Watershed region developed directly in relation to 	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several plantation estates that settled most of the agricultural land. Many present day farmers 
and surrounding communities are decedents of former plantation slaves, laborers, and 
indentured laborers brought to St. Lucia from India and neighboring Caribbean Islands.155 
The largest and best known of these was the Marquis Estate, established by the Marquis de 
Champigny, a French government official who landed in the Marquis Bay in 1723 as part of 
military maneuver against the British.156 The estates were private plantations, operating as 
both a homestead and source of wealth for colonial owners and their families. They were 
engaged in limited subsistence production157, with business operations focused on sugar cane 
production, sugar processing and exportation, and with some production of copra, the process 
of husking and drying of ‘’”meat” from coconuts for making coconut oil. The Marquis Estate 
was originally surveyed at 600 acres in the 1700’s and with the success of the sugar trade 
throughout the nineteenth century expanded to 3,329 acres by 1911, according to an 
unpublished, unauthored, colonial document located in the St. Lucian National Archives.  
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Figure 2.5 View from the mountainside looking east into the Marquis River valley flowing out to the 
Atlantic Ocean. 
 
 
Figure 2.6 Design plan for the new resort development at the mouth of the Marquis River on the 
Atlantic coast. 
 The same unauthored document discusses the estates in the Marquis Watershed which 
followed the agriculture shift from sugar to bananas to some extent, but continued to produce 
and process sugar cane through the 1980’s along with other fruit and spice crops such as 
grapefruits, pineapples, nutmeg, and cinnamon. Beginning in the 1980's owner Lord Walston 
ceased commercial production on Marquis Estate and began the process of subdivision and 
liquidation of the landholdings. Parts of the estate were divided into 5-10 acre lots with the 
boundaries distinguished by their cultivation patterns and the persons working the land. 
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These plots were sold to Estate employees and their families and the Government of St. 
Lucia purchased a large tract of land to serve as a forest reserve protecting the endemic birds 
found in the area: the St. Lucian Nightjar and St Lucian Oriole. Lord Walston retained 500 
acres as the core Marquis Estate and turned to tourism in the 1990's offering plantation tours 
of the rundown Estate buildings (Figure 2.7) and riverboat cruises. He later sold the land to a 
real-estate developer to be developed by Harlequin Resorts into a mega resort (Figure 2.6). 
 
Figure 2.7 Crumbling remnants of colonial buildings, sugarcane mills at Marquis Estate  
Changes in economics and a shift to tourism as the primary sector of economic 
growth in St Lucia from the 1990’s onward has had a visible impact on the landscape of the 
Marquis Watershed. Today the Dauphin Quarter region has only two substantial tourist 
attractions: turtle watching tours and Rainforest Sky Rides through the cloud forests at the 
top of La Sorcière. Thus, the area is more rural and economically dependent on agriculture 
than many quarters in St. Lucia. With the decline in the agriculture industry and bananas in 
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particular, this area has become more economically depressed than many other parts of the 
country. In the Dauphin Quarter region as a whole and especially the Marquis Watershed 
more agricultural land is abandoned than being worked. Many of the farmers and other 
landowners in the area have sold their land to developers that purchased the remainder of the 
Marquis Estate while others try to hold onto their land in hopes of local sales to the new 
resort once it is constructed. Though diminished in overall number, the majority of the farms 
in this area are still banana farms, with approximately 50 banana farmers as registered 
members of the Plas Hòtè Fairtrade group, followed by vegetables, for retail to local 
groceries through the agricultural marketing board, and pigs. 
 
Valley Communities— Lawivyè Tounen   
 Traveling south and west along the west coast highway that snakes along the coast 
from Castries, the capital of St. Lucia, down to Soufrière in the south you soon come upon 
the Roseau Valley, home to the second largest region of agricultural production in the 
country. The landscape is just over 10 miles away by road, but has a completely different feel 
and look than Dauphin Quarter. The valley itself is located in the southwestern part of the 
Castries Quarter and is very wide and long and at times low-lying at 50 meters below sea. 
This low lying valley is level, bordered on three sides by small but steep hills ranging from 
200 to 400 meters in altitude, presenting a rolling skyline and green semi-forested hillsides. 
Houses are more densely clustered on the hillsides, multiple roads intersect and the 
vegetation is drier with tall grasses, agricultural tree crops, and dense tropical scrub 
distributed across abandoned agricultural lands and up the steep slopes that form the sides of 
the valley. The Roseau Watershed comprises the entire valley where the wide and winding 
Roseau River flows with several smaller tributaries and rivulets joining from the steep 
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hillsides. Of the 37 watersheds in St. Lucia, the Roseau Watershed is the largest at 48.08 
km2.158 Parts of the valley actually sit below sea level and thus are highly susceptible to 
flooding and highly productive for agricultural production of export cash crops such as sugar 
cane and bananas.  
 The history of land use in the Roseau Watershed is distinct from that of the Marquis 
Watershed.  The Roseau Valley was identified as a productive area early on and held several 
small and one large plantation estates engaged in exporting sugar from the mid-eighteenth 
century onward. In the late nineteenth century following drops in worldwide sugar prices, 
sugar estates were in crisis in St. Lucia with many of the smaller estates leaving the industry 
and the island’s four largest plantations undergoing major changes in structure.159 In the 
Roseau Valley these lands were merged and taken over by private corporations: St. Lucia 
Usines and Estate Company.160 Thereafter the Roseau based Sugar Company was run as a 
commercial plantation, diverging from the planter plantation estate aesthetic and 
management model widespread throughout St. Lucia and the Caribbean.   
 The Roseau Valley Sugar Company was operated for just over fifty years, depending 
on labor from the men, women and children living in the valley subsisting on “…starvation 
wages with own-food production.”161 In 1952 the Roseau Valley Sugar Company and all 
assets were liquidated and subsequently purchased by a St. Lucian formed company Sugar 
Manufactures Limited (SML).162 SML lasted only a short while and continued to produce 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
158 CEHI 2008; Walker 1984 
159 Slocum 2007; interestingly Litchfield and Prempeh 2006 locate the advent of the sugar crises with 
the emancipation of slaves in 1838 and uncertainty in labor supply and labor issues that followed. 
160 Slocum 2007:10 citing United Kingdom, 1897 
161 Harmsen et al. 2012 
162 Harmsen et al. 2012; Slocum 2007 
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sugar in the valley throughout the tumultuous period of the 1950’s. The decade was a period 
of many social movements and pressure from within and outside St. Lucia. In St. Lucia these 
movements were negotiated through social and political positioning in the banana industry.163 
These resulted in labor strikes where multiple issues of social justice were raised including 
workers’ rights, Afro-Caribbean racial identities, and the continuation of pressure for 
independence from Britain.  
 Early in its short time of managing the land in the Roseau Valley, called “Model 
Farms” locally, the SML began to cultivate bananas. By the end of the decade, Geest 
Industries, a British shipping company interested in the banana production and recognizing 
the true end of the sugar economy took over the SML. Geest reportedly made certain 
guarantees to the National Government about not expanding the banana production, but they 
rescinded its assurances to the St. Lucian government shortly thereafter and proceeded to 
transition the agricultural production of the Roseau Valley entirely to bananas.164 
 As discussed earlier in this chapter, Geest operated the commercial banana plantation 
until 1986, nearly 30 years,  when the plantation became a public company run by the St. 
Lucian Government.165 The Prime Minister John Compton famously cautioned that the new 
public company, managed by shareholders would not “treat Geest as a social service 
concerned with the welfare of the Windward Island farmers, but rather as a commercial 
entity which must return profits on their investment.”166 The 1986 government buyout of 
Geest brought the closure of Model Farms and the commercial banana production in the 	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Roseau Valley. All land suitable for production had already been surveyed and parceled for 
commercial production years before and these same land divisions were used to demarcate 
the property boundaries for redistribution in the form of a lottery. A series of small paved and 
unpaved feeder roads intersect most of the surveyed properties, giving the area a secluded 
feel inside the region (Figure 2.8). Model Farms employees and their families who wanted 
land or to continue farming bananas on their own were given first picks of the plots of land 
through the lottery that they purchased at a reduced rate. The remaining land was then 
offered up for sale to the wider population. This redistribution of land resulted in a spatial 
grid-like distribution of plots (Figure 2.9) and the majority of the farms are 2-5 acre plots 
with a river running through the center of the valley. On the farms that are still held by 
former Model Farms employees, many farmers recite their original lottery number on the 
spot and in one interview when asked about his land, a farmer dated his lottery purchase as 
the “12th of September, 1986,” and described the transition proudly, “I started to work with 
Saint Lucia Model Farm. Before that, I worked at Geest in the garage and then after that 
Model Farm take over, they employ me and still I get my farm. Umm when they start to sell it 
I think is a hundred and something thousand dollars. Yes a loan I take.”  The entirety of the 
Roseau Valley and the farms held within are demarcated by the history of the social, 
economic and production use and development of the settlements in the Valley.   
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Figure 2.8 A farmer collecting coconuts to sell in market on a banana farm in the Roseau Valley. 
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Figure 2.9 Map of Model Farms Plantation no date, but before 1986. 
 
 The geosocial reminders of the industry and settlements that came before are not 
limited to the banana industry. Although many tourists pass through this area on the main 
road, their economic impact is limited to stopping off at the small souvenir stands when their 
taxi drivers strategically stop and dump their passengers out at these stands offering fruit 
juice, local baked goods, and cheap coconut necklaces from Haiti for sale. They are just 
passing through on their way further down the west coast highway to beaches and St. Lucia’s 
beautiful and famed Piton Mountains, a UNESCO World Heritage Site. Little money from 
tourism makes it into the Roseau area. As they drive through the Roseau Valley tourists are 
presented with vast stretches of banana fields on their left and to their right they pass the 
slum outside the St. Lucia Distillery where rum has been distilled originally from local 
sugarcane grown in the Roseau Valley, and now from elsewhere. The residents of the area 
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are many destitute families who lost work that has not been replaced as the banana industry 
has shrunk over the last decade and other agriculture or employment opportunities have not 
replaced it. Some residents are addicted to drugs and alcohol, working in unskilled and 
insecure jobs when they can for the local farmers and odd day work such as cleaning out 
drains for the local government.  
 
2.4 The relationality of St. Lucia’s agrarian landscape   
 
 The entangled processes of landscape formation, human settlement, and social lives 
that have co-produced the St. Lucia of today are illustrated in the histories, maps, and living 
landscapes of Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen farms and communities. The historically 
specific and deeply rooted past of these communities along with their unique geographic and 
ecologic compositions continue to mediate community members’ opportunities, situations 
and the material and biophysical ways in which people make their homes and their 
livelihoods today. These landscape histories are not simply foundations or backdrops upon 
which the events of today and the possibilities and challenges of the future will occur, they 
are ever present, continually impacting everything from social relationships among banana 
farmers to the shape, quality, and accessibility of the local roads. The rise and nature of the 
banana industry is deeply tied to the productions of space and social processes taking place in 
St. Lucia, the Caribbean, and the transatlantic world all the way from early European 
explorers to the WTO ruling in the late twentieth century. Carole Crumely once cautioned, 
“solving the problems of tomorrow has taken precedence over untangling those of 
yesterday.”167 By establishing these relation connections of humans and nature through the 
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settlement and production and centuries of remaking the St. Lucian agrarian landscape, I seek 
to firmly situate the history, problems and making of St. Lucia in an effort to avoid that very 
mistake as we move forward to examine the problems of today. The following chapter will 
examine ways in which these social and natural landscapes of St. Lucia though local and 
deeply rooted communities came to be involved with Fairtrade, and consider how they are 
also actors in worldwide socioeconomic processes of globalization and development of the 
twentieth and twenty-first centuries. 
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CHAPTER 3: “NO FAIRTRADE, NO BANANAS” 
 
At three-four months old, young bananas begin  
to grow many leaves very quickly in preparation for flowering  
 
 “…or else it is still under all 
the frighteningly formal 
marches of banana groves…” 
Derek Walcott, The Estranging Sea  
 
When I first arrived in St. Lucia in 2008 its lush green profile and steep mountains 
defined the aerial view of the island. Once on the ground and traveling by car, I realized that 
much of the green was comprised of cultivated and wild banana plants. Row-upon-row of 
bananas stretched across the Dennery and Mabouya Valleys. They crowded one another out 
as volunteers clumped together growing in abandoned plots and lined roadsides in “the 
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frighteningly formal marches of banana groves”168 as penned by St. Lucian Noble Laureate 
Derek Walcott. Bananas were everywhere. They lined the foothills and steep inclines looking 
up at the mountains from the valley floor, and could be seen growing when overlooking 
precipices that seem near impossible to navigate on two human legs from atop the Barre de 
L’isle road. From an outsider’s perspective it appeared as if bananas were the dominant flora 
of the nation, though in actuality there are an abundance of plants more common than the 
banana in St. Lucia. From a political economy perspective, however, the banana’s influence 
in St. Lucia could not be greater.  
Stilts are an architectural feature of many St. Lucian homes, raising them ten to 
fifteen feet above the ground, often with wide wraparound balconies. Sitting out on the 
balcony soaking up the breezy night high above the mosquitos and sequestered underneath 
the starry sky is simply delicious. These conditions provide the perfect setting for interviews, 
long conversations and sipping ti rum.169 On just such an evening I was visiting the home of 
Augustus, a farmer who converted to Fairtrade production early in its' presence in St. Lucia. 
We sat outside on his balcony watching the sunset and chatting for hours, on either side of 
the interview questions I had come to ask. Our conversation turned to the production 
requirements of Fairtrade and the compliance methods, certification and auditing, that the 
Fairtrade model employed. I asked if he knew “how the standards are being developed and 
selected…?” and in his answer he connected the development to the market and consumer 
preferences of European customers. 
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169 “Ti” is Kwéyòl for little, but even when speaking English St. Lucians generally characterize rum 
drinking as having “ti rum” or “my little rum”.  
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“…I know it comes from FLO, but I am not too sure exactly what is driving it. Maybe 
a marketing function, because you are marketing the product as being unique, you 
know? ‘It's semi-organic, it's grown by small farmers.’ You know and a number of 
these issues come into play. And, um if you are out there in a particular market niche 
and you're pushing a particular high standards, the consumer feels safe. When they 
consume a Fairtrade banana, or they consume Fairtrade coffee and so on. Well a 
number of factors come into play like environmental issues and less pesticides and so 
on, I don't think they're pulling out these things and just imposing it, but I believe that 
it is because of the marketing function, consumer demands and so on– these are the 
areas that made possible the driving of standards.”  
 
Augustus continued, bringing local geography and economics into his analysis,  
“We in St. Lucia, because of the small farms, the high cost of production, 
inefficiencies we may have in our system, the topography of the land, and so on. If we 
do not sell Fairtrade bananas there's no way that 
the banana industry would survive because– well 
a simple example: If a box of generic [bananas] is 
ten dollars, the carton is already $5.20 and that 
excludes the [inputs] so the farmer would have 
only $4.80 left. And that would exclude the inputs, 
which is now extremely expensive, like, such as 
fertilizer, labor – which is also very costly, you 
know? There's no way you could survive.”  
 
Through his explanation, Augustus describes a 
series of relationships as he fluidly connects the 
entangled biological, geographic, sociocultural, 
and global factors at play in both why Fairtrade 
employs the organizational model it does and why 
St. Lucian farmers would participate if they wanted to continue exporting bananas. 
 
 This chapter examines the seeming contradiction between the visual prolificacy of 
bananas in St. Lucia and Augustus’ perception that the industry would no longer survive 
without Fairtrade. To understand the relationship between bananas, St. Lucia, and Fairtrade, 
symbolized by the oft-used slogan, “No Fairtrade, No Bananas” (Figure 3.1) I present a 
Figure 3.1 Farmers at a Fairtrade group 
meeting 
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critical analysis of how FLO and the contemporary Fairtrade model came to be a dominant 
player in the global Fairtrade marketplace.  Next, I consider the general facets of this 
contemporary Fairtrade model from an organizational and governance standpoint to clarify 
the framework that producers engaged with Fairtrade encounter. Finally, I return to 
Augustus’ perceptions of the role of Fairtrade in St. Lucia to contextualize and explore the 
ways the contemporary Fairtrade model operates at the local level in St. Lucia through 
farmers’ early impressions of Fairtrade and how they depict the arrival of Fairtrade on the 
island as their response to larger global economic pressures.  	  
3.1 Fair Trade: From Movements to Markets 
Over the last 60 years fair trade has formed through an amalgamation of actors across 
different spaces with a shared response to the asymmetric relationships and inequality in 
international trading practices between producers in the global South and consumers in the 
global North. The fair trade social movement is best conceptualized as independent groups 
allied in common cause that remained decentralized, amorphous and leaderless for decades. 
The organization of fair trade as a social movement changed dramatically in tandem with the 
onset of 1980’s-1990’s’ neoliberal policies that brought increasing deregulation of state 
policies and global markets. Early efforts motivated by charity and social justice among fair 
trade movement initiatives gradually transitioned into consolidated global marketing 
organizations, the two largest being Fairtrade International (FLO) and World Fair Trade 
Organization (WFTO).170 These consolidations gave rise to the contemporary Fairtrade model 
which has brought exponential market growth and fundamental structural changes: fair trade 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
170 Cremona and Durán 2013 
 
 
 87 
transitioned from a series of grassroots movements between small-scale producers and 
buyers, to a concentrated multibillion-dollar industry with a multiplicity of regulations and 
two dominant regulators.171 Understanding this history and the concepts formed and 
expressed in the early phases of fair trade are key to understanding the transition, or 
“reorientation of fair trade,” and the current possibilities and limitations of the contemporary 
Fairtrade model172. This section aims to: 1) contextualize the history and ideas involved in the 
origins of the loosely defined fair trade social movements; 2) explain the shift to the 
contemporary Fairtrade model and demonstrate how that model has departed from its origins 
in structure, mission, and practice; 3) connect the changes brought about by fair trade’s 
reorientation to disconnects between the contemporary Fairtrade model and goals by 
identifying three domains for closer analysis.  
The discussions of Fairtrade that follow touch in multiple ways on issues of power 
exerted through state and non-governmental governance and what Ferguson and Gupta call 
“transnational governmentality. In the development of a transnational governmentality, the 
authors apply Foucault’s concepts of governance and method of analysis to the presentations 
of international organizations engaged in governance through neoliberal markets and policies 
such as FLO. Transnational governmentality, they argue, is not simply another layer of 
hierarchy superimposed above the control of the state, but is in fact “undermined by a 
transnationalized ‘local’ that fuses the grassroots and the global in ways that make a hash of 
the vertical topography of power…”.173 This idea applies well to the contemporary Fairtrade 
mechanisms of governance through their conduct of power through certification and rules, 	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and as I will show and further discuss in Chapter 4, through local structures and practices of 
production and auditing for farmers in St. Lucia.  
 
Fair Trade as Concept   
Although the fair trade movement is frequently characterized as being  a response to 
globalization or an opposition to neoliberal deregulation of markets among Fairtrade 
scholars,174 the concept is not a new one. Early forms of fair trade actions involved 
individuals or groups attentive to poverty, racism, and social justice on an international scale. 
Gavin Fridell was the first to thoroughly research the history of fair trade connecting the 
origins of the fair trade movement to changes in policy and growing global focus of 
economics and trade surrounding World War II.175 Although Fridell dates the initial steps of 
the movement to be earlier, he identifies that the first mention of the phrase “fairer trade” 
came from Southern nation-states taking part in the first United Nations Conference on Trade 
and Development (UNCTAD) in 1964.176 At the conference many nations in the South 
advocated for fairer trade policies, compensation, and to increase the flow of wealth from the 
North to the South through actions that would address inequity between nation-states trading 
internationally at that time. In their negotiations Southern nations had two chief concerns 
“which lie at the heart of the fair trade movement and continue to bear significant influence 
on the prescriptions of fair trade organizations: the elimination of ‘unfair’ protectionist 
regulations in the North, and the creation of interventionist mechanisms to ensure ‘fair’ 
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prices for commodities produced in the South.”177  UNCTAD brought the conversation about 
the role of trade and social development front and center on a world scale. With the 
conference proceedings: 
“An explicit and direct link was thus made between action on commodity export 
earnings and the development process, a link which set the direction for all 
subsequent policy initiatives on commodities in the succeeding years at UNCTAD. 
The Secretary-General went on to state clearly that this link involved "a decision to 
transfer... to the countries exporting primary commodities the extra income accruing 
to the industrial countries as a result of the deterioration in the terms of trade."178 
Here, significant resistance from the industrial countries was encountered…179 
 
Although the series of resolutions put forth by Southern nations were met with “significant 
resistance” and eventually voted down at UNCTAD, a sustained conversation about what 
“fair trade” among nations might look like was initiated.  
The influence of political, economic and social justice concerns being mobilized in 
both the North and the South during and post-WWII180 are evident in the fashioning of fair 
trade as a concept and movement. The nineteen forties and fifties were a formative period 
dubbed “the invention of development”181 by Rist. This era was deeply influenced by the 
horrors of WWII and post-war restructuring and (re)negotiating of world powers and brought 
about major shifts in foreign policy through the formation of the United Nations, adoption of 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and the United States’ enactment of the Marshall 
Plan in 1947, to name a few. Although fair trade social movements operated outside of the 
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mainstream capitalist systems in terms of scale and profit motivations, the influence of these 
development paradigms and their connections to capitalist economic policy and activity are 
easily connected to determinations about who is ‘marginalized’ and what is ‘fair’ among the 
early fair trade initiatives.  
The institutional cultures, worldviews, and representations of early fair trade 
organizations and the ideas driving the development world have always been linked. Fair 
trade groups were typically formed by persons living in the “developed world” responding to 
their perception of the individuals, conditions, and needs of persons living in the so called 
“underdeveloped world.” Their actions were part of the development paradigms that 
categorized many countries in the Global South as “underdeveloped” and needing the 
assistance of those living the “developed.”182 The worldview of underdevelopment was 
deeply predicated on the sense that only capitalist economic systems would bring 
development and social change to the marginalized groups in the “underdeveloped” world. 
These links are important to underscore for the following two reasons. 
 First, these links identify and contextualize the wider development discourses and 
ideologies that permeated early fair trade initiatives. Dominant political and economic 
discourse and policies in the 1950’s and 1960’s cemented the relationship between 
development and economics as exemplified by the spread of modernization theory ideas 
about linear progression to a capitalist democracy.183 These concepts were pervasive in 
holding Western social organization and cultural expressions situated within capitalist 
economic practices to be modern and developed. Consequently, alternative belief systems, 
practices and values were simultaneously unmodern and in need of development. Gilbert Rist 	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suggests that modernization theory’s success was “due not to its originality but, on the 
contrary, to its roots in a tradition that assured for it a certain legitimacy.”184 For early fair 
trade groups, these hegemonic representations of  which people were developed and which 
people needed to be “developed” was a call to action.  Though the intent was seemingly to 
help, the ongoing assumptions of early fair trade groups was that the problem, and thus the 
solution, for people in the developing world was their limited access to specific kinds of 
economic development.185  
Second, these links clearly show that even at its most amorphous social movement 
state, the concept of fair trade has always been entwined with the politicos of capitalist 
economics driving international development. When viewed from this perspective, it is 
possible to connect the trajectory of fair trade with shifts in development paradigms and 
economic thought throughout the twentieth century. Responses to modernization theory, such 
as the dependency school and world systems analysis, gained traction viewing inequality 
embedded in the capitalist system not as an evolutionary stage, but as the result of historic 
relations and “internal political structures, not external domination.”186. These more Marxist 
development theories contributed analyses of the differences between regions and especially 
the accumulation of wealth and power by Europe through colonialism and extractive trade 
with peripheral countries engaged in exports and low-profit production.187 For early fair trade 
groups, these ideas were fundamental in shaping their aims to correct and take steps towards 
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balancing the inequality among trading countries in the North and South through regulating 
trade.188  
Thus, in the development of the fair trade social movement there are clear 
connections to the ideas that linked development paradigms, social justice, and economic 
engagement with global markets as dependent variables to a larger solution beginning in the 
mid-twentieth century. Hudson et al. situate the expansion of fair trade discourse and 
participants as a shift from charity to justice “captured most succinctly by the slogan ‘Trade 
Not Aid,’, through which organizations… sought to reorient Northern relations with the 
South from a model of charity to a model of equal exchange.”189 This is a key realization 
because even in its earliest forms, the concept of Fairtrade is clearly linked to the dominant 
development paradigms coming from the Western world and working within the capitalist 
economic systems that grew out of colonialism into globalization by the late twentieth 
century.  
Another reason to view the formation of fair trade as a concept and movement 
fundamentally influenced by the events and ideas of that era is the heterogeneous nature of 
the movement’s formation. Low and Davenport note this characteristic when they write: 
“Despite being considered a movement, the fair trade organizations (FTOs) that comprise it 
are far from homogeneous, having evolved in different countries over different time periods, 
and reflecting local political, social and economic conditions.”190 Reflecting these amorphous 
roots, until very recently there was no standardly accepted or agreed upon definition for the 
meaning of fair trade. However, there were a core set of commonly held expectations 	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articulated by these early groups and associated with the concept that form a working 
definition. These expectations define fair trade as a direct trading relationship that delivers a 
larger percentage of the sale price of a good to the producer of that good in an effort to foster 
a more transparent trading partnership and improve economic wellbeing for the producer. 
Inherent to these expectations is a shared perspective that the systems fair trade is compared 
with, unregulated trade in global markets, are inequitable both in practice and structure. 
Accordingly, the unifying idea foundational to the concept of fair trade was born out of 
recognition that many standing trade relationships were unfair, or exploitative to the 
producers of goods, but that trade if corrected or made “fair” was the necessary route to 
development.191 Where some scholars’ definitions of fair trade differ is regarding whether 
fair trade is an alternative to capitalist trading relations,192 or trying to correct and address 
inequities working within the framework of the capitalist market.193 A further definition 
might also argue that fair trade includes the idea that there is an immeasurable or corrective 
value involved in direct trading between the individuals who produce and sell goods, which 
in turn facilitates more equitable trading relationships. Reflecting the diversity of actors, 
ideas and processes negotiated within the fair trade movement these core expectations 
comprise the concept of fair trade.  
 
Early Fair Traders the 1940’s to the 1980’s 
Equipped with ideas about unequal exchange, social justice, and burgeoning theories 
of development, disparate groups formed alternative trading organizations (ATO’s) and 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
191 Carrier 2010 
192 Torgerson, 2010; Raynolds et al 2007 
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partnerships with people producing export goods in the South. The efforts of small ATO’s 
and individual practitioners formed the foundation of the fair trade movement, an amorphous 
movement with a shared philosophy: find ways to make trade fair for producers. Early forms 
of the fair trade approach generally involved individuals or small charity groups who 
purchased artisan handiworks at a fair price while traveling in other countries and later sold 
them in the North to raise money for the artisans and their communities.194 Early ATO’s such 
as SELFHELP, OXFAM and Fair Trade Organisatie focused on trading artisanal crafts such 
as baskets, handicrafts and weaving.195  Although most of these efforts did not specifically 
identify as participants of the fair trade movement initially,196 they ascribed to the idea of an 
ethical trading relationship, in which producers should receive a fair price for their products 
and that the trade rules should be transparent and ethical.  
In the U.S. a frequently cited example of the early fair trade movement and certainly 
the one with the most longevity is that of the Mennonite Church and humanitarian activist 
and businesswoman, Edna Ruth Byler.197 After a visit to Puerto Rico in 1946, Byler returned 
to her church in Pennsylvania and organized friends, family and eventually her congregation 
to begin one of the first known fair trade partnerships by selling on consignment the work of 
Puerto Rican artists and the lace made by sewing cooperatives out of the trunk of her car.198 
Over the years the project grew much larger through the Mennonite Central Committee’s 
support of Byler’s work to reach out to individuals in developing countries and connect them 	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with direct market access in North America. The organization begun by Edna Byler has gone 
through several transitions becoming Self Help: Crafts of the World in the 1970’s and today 
it is one of the most successful large-scale fair trade operations in the world—Ten Thousand 
Villages.199 From its Pennsylvania based grassroots trunk sales, Ten Thousand Villages “has 
grown to a global network of social entrepreneurs working to empower and provide 
economic opportunities to artisans in developing countries.”200  
In Europe two distinct fair trade movements followed shortly on the heels of WWII. 
In the United Kingdom (U.K.) early fair trade grew out of Oxfam’s antipoverty and anti-
suffering efforts during and after WWII. The organization, then called the Oxford 
Committee, formed in 1942 to provide famine aid to civilians in Greece and Belgium. Post 
WWII activities continued and grew as the Oxford Committee broadened its scope to offer 
aid and crisis responses on a global scale by 1949, just as the Marshall Plan went into effect. 
By 1964, Committee charity “shops start selling handicrafts and Christmas cards made in 
developing countries, giving small-scale producers fair prices, training, advice and funding” 
and just a year later the name Oxfam was selected.201 Parallel initiatives were taking place in 
the Netherlands along with the World Shop program brought to the Netherlands when 
“Dutch third world groups began to sell cane sugar with the message ‘by buying cane sugar 
you give people in poor countries a place in the sun of prosperity’…”.202  
The autonomous and fragmented nature of these three initiatives facilitated the 
people-centric nature of early fair trade social justice efforts. The small-scale and flexible 	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arrangements were more apt to facilitate and reflect the sociocultural heterogeneity of 
agricultural and artisan producers while building and maintaining more socially accountable 
relationships built on transparency and negotiation. In effect, their small sizes and 
organizational plurality were the fundamental traits that helped these early fair trade groups 
achieve their aims.  
This informality began to shift throughout the 1970’s and 1980’s as the fair trade 
movement grew in number of organizations and initiatives following the fair trade 
philosophy while maintaining independence. The breadth of fair trade goods expanded, from 
artisan goods by the early eighties ATO’s, such as Bridgehead Traders in Canada and later 
Max Havelaar in the Netherlands, to include export cash crop products like coffee, tea, and 
chocolate.203 Although some North American fair trade groups began meeting annually in the 
1970s204 major coordination and organizing within the fair trade movement really began in 
the 1980s. These shifts were a response catalyzed by two factors: a desire to reach more 
consumers in order to spread the idea of fair trade, and a concern over market pressures from 
large multinational corporations that were beginning to promote their products using the 
language of ethical sourcing and other social justice initiatives.205 This period of change 
began when ATO’s and other fair trade oriented groups recognized a need for formal 
organization and commenced to meet annually to discuss common issues and exchange 
ideas.206 These meetings soon branched into alliances and networking that led to the 
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formation of umbrella groups including IFAT (International Federation for Alternative 
Trade) in 1989 and many other small affiliations across Europe and North America.207 
 
The Birth of the Contemporary Fairtrade  
The rise of the contemporary Fairtrade model stemmed from these efforts to 
coordinate and organize fair trade initiatives and organizations. Over time these actions 
gradually led to the consolidation and merging of likeminded organizations involved in fair 
trade and economic social justice movements.208 Though these transitions went through 
several iterations, ultimately most fair trade groups were consolidated into two global 
marketing organizations: Fairtrade Labeling Organization International (FLO) and the World 
Fair Trade Organization (WFTO), formally called IFAT. There are some distinctions 
between the governance, membership, and methods between the WFTO and FLO, 
predominantly in the systems used to run the organizations and interface with consumers and 
producers.209 However, the similarities outweigh the differences, and for the purpose of 
considering the contemporary Fairtrade model, both organizations are engaged in large-scale 
labeling, marketing for consumers by monitoring and certifying people who produce non-
agricultural products such as garment workers and artisans, and agricultural producers.210 
These consolidations brought major changes to the practice of fair trade for producers and 
organizations alike, but FLO and the WFTO both maintained the rhetoric and goals of the 
fair trade movement and share in their recognition of the 2001 definition of fair trade 	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prepared by FINE, an organization aimed at promoting coordination between the 
organizations that govern Fairtrade on a global scale (the name stands for the first letter in 
member organizations FLO, IFAT (now WFTO), NEWS (Network of European 
Worldshops) and EFTA (European Fair Trade Association). The FINE definition is as 
follows:  
Fair Trade is a trading partnership, based on dialogue, transparency and respect, 
that seeks greater equity in international trade. It contributes to sustainable 
development by offering better trading conditions to, and securing the rights of, 
marginalized producers and workers – especially in the South. 
Fair Trade organisations (backed by consumers) are engaged actively in supporting 
producers, awareness raising and in campaigning for changes in the rules and practice 
of conventional international trade.211 
 
Though FLO and WFTO are both influential on the practice and prospects of the 
contemporary Fairtrade model, the remaining analysis will focus solely on FLO because it is 
the most visible and well recognized label for consumers (by 2013 the FLO Fairtrade label 
was recognized by approximately 60% of consumers in 17 countries212) and the main 
organization certifying agricultural producers worldwide.213   
Although FLO’s stated goals remain aligned with those of the earlier fair trade 
movement’s, their discourse of building transparent and grassroots driven partnerships with 
producers is increasingly disconnected from their organizational structure and practices. As 
Cremona and Durán point out, although FLO emphasizes its producer-partner memberships 
and decision-making on boards and review committees, only 2 producers among dozens of 
members presently serve on the boards at the international level.214 The decade following the 	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establishment of FLO brought rapid growth for the organization as additional independent 
fair trade organizations joined FLO, and consumer demand and recognition of the Fairtrade 
label increased. Governing the large and visible organization transformed the organizational 
structure of FLO and by 2004215 the direct or semi-direct trading relationships once 
fundamental to small fair trade groups had shifted into a complex bureaucracy increasingly 
dependent upon top-down interactions to enforce Fairtrade standards and reassure 
consumers. Today FLO has assembled a complex system of organizational governance and 
producer development goals dependent upon— regulating social relationships, promoting 
alternative trading, and fostering sustainable development. These three domains are 
hallmarks to the contemporary Fairtrade model and the topic of analysis for the remainder of 
this chapter, first as a descriptive overview of what each domain constitutes based on 
explanations from FLO and critiques from Fairtrade scholars, and then an ethnographic 
examination of their praxis in the lives of St. Lucian banana farmers.  
 
Regulating Social Relationships and Selling Fairtrade  
When FLO came into existence in 1997 the organization undertook a series of actions 
that would ultimately form and define the contemporary Fairtrade model.   The first of these 
was branding. FLO initially formed as an umbrella organization in response to what many 
involved in fair trade viewed as a crisis of message with numerous organizations marketing 
their products as fair trade under more than 19 different labels and with competing or 
confusing messages for consumers.216 Today FLO represents 1.3 million producers from 70 
countries under the Fairtrade International label. The label embodies “fair trade’s strategic 	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intent,”217 which was defined and agreed upon in a meeting between the four largest fair 
trade certification organizations including FLO as follows: 
• Deliberately to work with organization producers and workers in order to help them 
move from a position of vulnerability to security and economic self-sufficiency. 
 
• To empower producers and workers as stakeholders in their own organizations 
actively. 
 
• To play a wider role in the global arena to achieve greater equity in international 
trade. 
 
Along with developing a strategic intent, FLO began to employ the language of assurance on 
its products, “Fairtrade guarantees a better deal for Third World producers” while building “a 
trading partnership based on dialogue, transparency and respect, that seeks greater equity in 
international trade”218 while growing its market from 220 million to 4.8 billion Euro in global 
sales between 2000 and 2012219 (Table 3.1).   
 As part of the consolidation process FLO developed an international label, called the 
Fairtrade Mark® (Figure 3.2) that would represent all fair trade goods affiliated with FLO 
and present a universally recognized symbol of the fair trade concept.220 This was also the 
point at which FLO began to differentiate all certified groups and goods by employing a 
singular word ‘Fairtrade’ to distinguish the FLO brand of Fairtrade from the previous 
heterogeneous groups who used the two-word ‘fair trade’ for their organizations. 
Consequently, any small fair trade groups or producers who wanted to affiliate themselves 
with the new international symbol of fair trade— the FAIRTRADE Mark®— needed to 	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become official members of FLO. FLO describes the creation of the FAIRTRADE Mark®—  
and the term “Fairtrade” as follows:  
“The FAIRTRADE Certification Mark (‘FAIRTRADE Mark’ or ‘Mark’) is a registered 
trademark owned by FLO and sub-licensed to national Fairtrade organizations (NFOs). The 
FAIRTRADE Mark is only for use on consumer retail products that have met the Fairtrade 
Standards, and for the promotion of such products by licensees, certified operators and third 
parties.”221 
 
 “The term Fairtrade is used to describe the certification and labeling system governed by 
FLO designed to allow consumers to identify goods produced under agreed labour and 
environmental standards.”222  
 
Table 3.1 Global Fairtrade Sales 2000-2013223  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Thus, the significance is one of marketing, branding, and ownership, co-opting the concept of 
the social movement for the name of the brand. This distinction is important because it 
signifies the marketization of the fair trade movement in a very new way.  
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and the consequent loss of sales in the total Fairtrade sales for the 2012 fiscal year. Fairtrade USA 
sales’ contributed €1,030,670,695 in 2011, indicating that FLO’s market continued to grow in 2012 
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2013 €  N/A 2006  € 1,623,000,000 
2012 € 4,802,374,746 2005  € 1,141,570,191 
2011 € 4,984,043,861 2004  € 831,523,066  
2010  € 4,319,039,047 2003  € 554,766,710 
2009 € 3,394,187,360 2002  € 300,000,000 
2008 € 2,954,368,443 2001  € 248,000,000 
2007  € 2,381,000,000 2000  € 220,000,000 
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Figure 3.2 On the left are six of the 19 fair trade labels in circulation in 1996, now unified 
under FLO’s label the FAIRTRADE Mark® as seen on the right224 
 
FLO and contemporary Fairtrade’s branding efforts are part of a larger schema to 
appeal and respond to consumer demands for socially responsible products. This courtship of 
consumers to affect social change with their buying power is a double edged sword for 
Fairtrade and other labeling initiatives because the efforts and promised gains on the part of 
the producer are vulnerable if the consumer is lost. As consumer recognition and demand for 
socially responsible products has grown, industries and vendors have struggled to compete 
by differentiating their products from one another. This has led to multiple certification labels 
and ideologies including “green,” “fair trade,” “sustainable”, “organic”, and others. The 
numerous labels and options can lead to over-saturation of choice and confusion on the part 
of the consumers and more aggressive and defined brand identities on the part of the 
labels.225 Labels convey an instilled value and legitimacy in the products they represent, 
creating a perceived accountability and ethical agency through buying power to the consumer 
via promotional materials and marketing campaigns.226  	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The commodification of human wellbeing and social principles, through marketing 
select portrayals of living conditions of smallholder producers in contrast with Western 
values, raises concerns regarding representation, power and structural violence to name a 
few. As Guthman remarks, “labels do not, or cannot represent and capture a value that maps 
onto the ‘true cost’ of production. They must however, persuade us that they are doing 
something like that.”227 The reliance on labels to represent the values and cost involved in 
production leads to an immediate vulnerability for producers if such labels fail to convince 
consumers. Thus, in this relationship the demands and concerns of the consumer must 
supersede the focus on human wellbeing and social justice. 
The organizational model that FLO has built is in many ways a response to this 
tension between relying on consumers to realize the organizational aims of Fairtrade and to 
operationalize the development goals and consumer accountability needed to maintain 
legitimacy in the eyes of both Fairtrade consumers and producers. The Fairtrade marketing 
strategy makes it essential that the people buying Fairtrade products trust the labels, which 
emphasizes that FLO’s focus should be attuned to the concerns of the consumer, more than 
the concerns of the producers. Currently, FLO markets Fairtrade goods by emphasizing that 
purchasing alternatives to conventionally produced foods such as coffee, tea, cocoa and 
bananas will “enhance social, economic and environmental development” of its producers 
with a label that  “Guarantees a better deal for Third World producers.”228 Responding to this 
tension has created a number of organizational relationships that FLO must regulate and 
maintain among the network of consumers, employees, member groups, and 1.3 million 
affiliated producers. However the structure and outcomes of how FLO is regulating these 	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relationships are often in conflict with the goals of institutional transparency, stakeholder 
partnership, and producers’ agency.  
In order to acquire and maintain affiliation with FLO and the Fairtrade label, 
producers must comply with three categories of standards: Generic Standards, Product 
Standards, and Organization Specific Standards. As FLO describes, “the key objectives of 
the standards are to: 
 Ensure that producers receive prices that cover their average costs of 
sustainable production 
 Provide an additional Fairtrade Premium which can be invested in projects 
that enhance social, economic and environmental development 
 Enable pre-financing for producers who require it 
 Facilitate long-term trading partnerships and enable greater producer control 
over the trading process 
 Set clear core and development criteria to ensure that the conditions of 
production and trade of all Fairtrade certified products are socially, 
economically fair and environmentally responsible229  
 
FLO’s 112 Generic Standards target the following categories: “Social Development”, 
“Economic Development”, “Environmental Development”, “Labour Conditions” and “Hired 
Labour Situations”. In addition to Generic Standards, each product industry has additional 
criteria called “Product Standards”. For bananas, there are no additional Social, Economic, or 
Environmental Development Standards, however there are an additional 25 “Product Trade 
Standards” related to production, packing and shipment (FLO 2009). In 2011 FLO 
introduced a new category of standards to the organizational level for either Small Producer 
Organizations or Hired Labor Organizations reflecting the inclusion of plantation workers as 
certified Fairtrade members adding an additional 77 “Core Requirements” for groups to 
maintain certification and 44 “Development Requirements” for groups to achieve over a 6 
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year period.230 So in total, a small banana producer anywhere in the world certified by FLO is 
required to meet or attempt to meet 258 standards. It is important to note that while many of 
these certification standards overlap, or require minimal action on the part of the producers, 
they have been devised irrespective of variations in social structures, cultural practices, 
physical terrains, and environmental conditions, and thus many of them require major efforts 
or constitute uncomfortable and even at times impossible requirements for producers to meet.   
 Furthermore, the capacity to teach, enforce and meet these standards is a bureaucratic 
behemoth (Figure 3.3). A key element of the contemporary Fairtrade model is FLO’s 
adoption of third-party certification to increase legitimacy for consumers and monitor 
producers’ certification and compliance to standards. This change continued the shift from 
direct initiatives of governance and contractual relationships between a producer and supplier 
or small groups of suppliers, to that of a larger centralized institution. As FLO transitioned to 
large-scale operations the organization needed to streamline its regulatory policies. To 
accomplish this, FLO developed a system of certification and auditing by a third party 
organization, called FLO-CERT. FLO describes the system and organizational relationship as 
follows: “FLO-CERT inspects producers and traders to ensure they comply with Fairtrade 
standards. FLO-CERT is a separate company owned by Fairtrade International.”231 
 The principle for relegating all monitoring activities to a third-party is to construct 
quality and convey legitimacy for consumers, while further devolving regulations of 
agricultural production to an unbiased third-party. Third-party regulatory systems work to 
“reconnect commodities, their producers, and their locations of origin in the minds of 
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consumers” writes Paige West about her long-time study of coffee growers (some Fairtrade 
and some not) in Papua New Guinea.  She notes that third-party systems are “the most 
important (or pertinent or influential or disruptive?) mechanisms in the coffee industry 
today.”232 The concept of ‘removed third-party’ auditors are seldom as removed, or even as 
‘third-party’ as might be expected. Scholars of auditing and audit culture outside of the realm 
of fair trade argue that the role of auditing is a factor that can alter social relationships, 
practice and even identity.233 
 In practice, as I will show in this chapter and Chapter 4, this system of relations is far 
more complicated. The third-party audit system is a system of regulation that polices 
producers to ensure they are meeting consumers preferences, the sustainable development 
goals of FLO, and other marketing conditions. Third party auditing is more than a system of 
checks and balances, it is a mechanism for control and reprisal. As Renard argues, 
“certification norms, controls, premiums and penalties has[ve] the power to modify the 
organization of the commodity chain and its production processes.”234 I would further argue 
that through the practice of performing these requirements and the social exchanges with the 
auditors, the third-party audits are both influenced by ongoing relationships and meaning 
while also possessing the power to modify daily practice, meaning, and the social 
relationships of the individuals participating in these processes.235  
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Figure 3.3 Governance Structure of FLO International236  
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Promoting Alternative Trading 
 As Bacon among others237 has argued, the root of Fairtrade problems stems from the 
Fairtrade organizations’ trying to essentially do too many things and appeal to consumers on 
a “higher moral plane.”238 However, this assessment is dependent upon the presumption that 
Fairtrade can be a successful economic program for producers. As discussed earlier in this 
chapter, there are certainly a number of econometric indicators that, as a whole, suggest that 
Fairtrade is popular with consumers, growing its market shares and expanding the number of 
producers who are Fairtrade certified annually without fail (Table 3.1). However, a growing 
number of studies indicate widespread problems with the economic benefits to Fairtrade 
producers and the commodity chains engaged to deliver FLO’s promise that “Fair Trade 
guarantees a better deal for Third World producers.” These economic critiques focus on the 
domain of promoting alternative trading via guaranteed minimum pricing and supply chain 
transparency.  
FLO requires all buyers of Fairtrade goods to pay a minimum price for all products 
that the organization sets based on local production costs, regional market prices and 
consumer demand. Throughout Fairtrade research, this minimum price has often been 
overlooked for analysis in favor of supply chain analyses and other aspects of the Fairtrade 
model. However, there is growing discord among scholars; for example Sarah Besky argues 
that in many ways Fairtrade farmers in Darjeeling were better off prior to Fairtrade.239 
Likewise, scholars studying Fairtrade coffee have shown that conventional market coffee 
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prices are often found to be higher than Fairtrade minimum prices240 and a number of studies 
have found economic stability generally wanting among producer households.241 Mohan also 
points out the disturbing disconnect between the requirement that suppliers are contractually 
obligated to offer Fairtrade producers a guaranteed minimum price without a guaranteed 
minimum quantity.242 It creates the trade relationship where export/import companies are 
contractually obligated to purchase Fairtrade products from certain producers, however most 
times there is no agreement on how much, if anything they will buy.243  
This becomes a problem in two ways: First, in markets with multiple Fairtrade groups 
selling it serves as a point of power for the buyer (the exporter) where they can create 
additional or secondary conditions of sale to differentiate between producers. For example, 
although the minimum price guarantee applies to all coffee producers in Costa Rica, the 
buyers can demand a secondary set of requirements such as abolishing standing labor laws, 
organic production, certain quality attributes of a product, or packing standards that cause 
more expense or work for the producers.244 If producers fail to meet these secondary 
demands, they will simply not be able to sell their products. Second, by not contracting for 
minimum or specific quantities to be purchased, a problem arises when Fairtrade minimum 
prices vary within a product from market to market and exporters operate in more than one 
regional market. For example, Winfresh tropical fruit exporting company purchases and 
exports fruits from all over the Caribbean to the United Kingdom. Winfresh has contracts to 	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243 This in some ways harkens back to the export relationships between banana farmers and the CBC 
in the 1920s and 30s in St. Lucia discussed in Chapter 2. 
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buy bananas from St. Lucia for $9.65/box, while in the Dominican Republic their contract is 
to purchase boxes for $7.00/box.245 At the other end of the supply chain the supermarket pays 
for and receives Fairtrade certified bananas either way, while the exporter has to pay less in 
the Dominican Republic. Thus the economics of Fairtrade’s policy offers direct incentive for 
the exporter (Winfresh) to buy more product from the Dominican Republic than St. Lucia. 
Consequently, this policy is creating competition among Fairtrade banana farmers whose 
minimum price guarantees are based on meeting locally defined basic costs of living, while 
their marketing destinations are the same.   
 
Fostering Sustainable Development 
Assessing or even defining sustainable development is a serious challenge on any 
front and the use of the terminology by FLO is no exception. The most common definition of 
“sustainability” comes from the 1987 Brundtland Commission, meeting “the needs of the 
present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs”.246 
In the case of the contemporary Fairtrade model sustainability must meet the present needs of 
farmers— dependable access to the international banana market and economic security— 
while addressing issues that could compromise farmers’ ability to grow and sell bananas in 
the future, such as environmental degradation, social well-being and farmer safety.  
 If the generic standards enforced through certification and auditing are catalysts for 
meeting FLO’s sustainable development goals for producers, the monies acquired through 
the social premium are the fuel. The social premium is the foundation of the contemporary 	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Fairtrade model and FLO’s claims for fostering sustainable development.247 For individual 
Fairtrade products purchased, a flat payment248 above the minimum price is returned to the 
groups of Fairtrade of producers to be used collectively. These funds are then allocated for 
local development initiatives often described by FLO as promoting producers’ communities 
through education, access to health care, safer roads and community infrastructure. The 
premise is well intentioned, especially the provision that mandates local groups decide on 
what to do with the money, but research shows that in practice, the social premium is more 
complex. Although the delivery of social premiums was reported in her study Ziegler 
questions the end result, writing “it is too soon to know whether the premiums generated by 
U.S. sales of fair trade flowers contribute to the kind of  ‘community-led development’ 
mentioned on the TransFair USA website”.249  
 More critical still are the increasingly common reports of social premiums being 
diverted to fund other costs including shipping, organizational employees’ salaries and basic 
infrastructural conditions. For example in the tea industry some plantation owners were 
issued “an exception ‘in the case of Darjeeling where basic needs for workers (e.g., housing, 
water, and sanitation) may be partly financed through the Fairtrade Premium. This is due to 
the critical situation in Darjeeling.’”250 Though the urgency in meeting these basic needs 
cannot be argued with, Besky critically points out that prior to this exception, the plantations 
were mandated by the Plantations Labor Act of 1951 to provide these from their own 
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profits.251 Thus social premium benefits are being diverted to fulfill a need that did not exist 
until the funds could be repurposed.  
 Although these are recent observations about the Fairtrade model, it is not a new 
critique for development and trade initiatives as a whole. Rist for example points out inherent 
and perhaps inevitable inequities in the assumptions about the capacity and pre-conditions of 
the population and social relations of the producer group when he writes: 
“For ‘gentle commerce,’ which is supposed to assure social cohesion, assumes that 
everyone is able to exercise their talents and receive due remuneration for their labor, 
so that they have the wherewithal to obtain what they need. In other words, solvency 
of the exchange-partners is the basic pre-condition of the whole system. But in reality 
it is far from being guaranteed, as the conversion of commodities into money permits 
accumulation and therefore inevitable inequalities, both within a country and at an 
international level.”252  
 
Mitchell levels a poststructuralist critique in his discussion of a USAID project in Egypt, 
observing, "When they transferred resources to an existing system of inequality, 
decentralization and privatization were liable to reinforce that inequality. The profits went to 
large farmers and local state officials, and the poor received at best only certain opportunities 
for wage labor."253  
 
Fair Fare? Evolving Views on the Fairtrade Markets and Ethical Consumption 
The success of the contemporary Fairtrade movement to promote marketing and 
rhetoric condemning exploitative trading relationships with more equitable practices has 
encouraged organizations, activists, and some scholars to envision contemporary Fairtrade as 
a way to reunite social concerns with economic ones. Some view(ed) Fairtrade as a challenge 	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to the globalized neoliberal markets and an inherently political project254 that could 
revolutionize global trade through growth and ethically motivated trade. Their perspective 
“proposes a vision of fair trade that goes beyond the microeconomic” and aligns the fair trade 
agenda with that of a social movement.255 While many acknowledged the practices of 
Fairtrade to be more complex than idealized and politicized descriptions might imply, 
problems within the industry are often explained as “growing pains” of reconnecting social 
and economic concerns in the many places and contexts where “trading rights supersede 
human rights”256 rather than a dilemma within the model.257 Fairtrade is often heralded as a 
much-needed response to neoliberal market and state policies of the late twentieth century. 
These scholars situate the rise of Fairtrade within the larger political economy issues of our 
time, “As protestors in Seattle, Doha, and Genoa have drawn attention to some Western 
consumers’ growing disillusionment with the progress of development through global trade, 
Fair Trade has emerged as the most important market-based mechanism to improve the lives 
of producers in developing countries.”258  
Theorizing these sometimes hopeful perspectives brings repeated citations259 and 
discussion in the literature linking Fairtrade and Polanyi’s view of the “un-natural” state in 
which the economic system is no longer embedded in society, and society is in fact run “as 
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an adjunct to the market”260 The basis for the discussion of the Polanyian nature of fair trade 
rests with Polanyi’s ideas in The Great Transformation, where he outlines the rise of free-
market capitalism and the resultant unnatural separation of society from the economy in 
“disembedded economies.” In reference to Fairtrade, Polanyi’s work is used to reflect on the 
value and intentions of the fair trade model and analyze whether it is re-embedding 
economies into society and resisting capitalist market domination. Raynolds concludes that 
despite inconsistency in impact and practice, “values related to trust and societal wide 
benefits are repeatedly engaged…helping to socially re-embed trade relations and shorten the 
distance between consumers and producers.”261. Still others argue that contemporary 
Fairtrade is dissimilar to a Polanyian solution and more akin to a unique section of the 
conventional global market.262, 263  
Whether Fairtrade constitutes a contestation, collaboration, or simply a non-radical 
alternative response to the conventional capitalist market, it certainly can be said to be a 
continuation of the traditional development assumptions that the generation of economic 
growth through export and production is indicative of successful development. As long as 
contemporary Fairtrade explicitly aims to achieve development through the vehicle of 
economic stimulus and growth, and producers conceive of the development funding as “aid” 
for which they must negotiate through the certification and audit system, there is an inherent 
hierarchy in the model. Furthermore, the fact that Fairtrade Premium funds received for 
development can be reallocated to other uses such as plantation infrastructure further 	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undermines producers’ confidence in their engagement with Fairtrade. Combined, these 
issues place the contemporary Fairtrade model as yet another variation in the tradition of 
market-driven, top-down, unsustainable development projects.264 The practices of FLO 
present a model that functions in a manner that prioritizes market share growth and consumer 
relations, or as some argue, commodity fetishism,265 and consequently can neglect, minimize 
and even omit the needs of producers. Catherine Dolan names this outcome of Fairtrade as 
being part of the  “business of development,” where “…‘moral’ exchange is managed, 
legitimated, and circumscribed by the prevailing development orthodoxy of market-based 
solutions.”266  She succinctly criticizes the relationships regulated by FLO and the method of 
fostering sustainable development writing, 
[this outcome] “…centers on the extent to which the key principles of the fair trade 
system— empowerment, partnership, and democratic participation— are realized 
among tea producers in Aruka, suggesting that while such ideals represent the 
trumpeted tenants of neoliberal development, their achievement is mediated by an 
array of conflicting interests, as social identities, development legacies, and local 
politics shape the extent to which fair trade achieves ‘redistributive’ justice and for 
whom.  …this privatization of development and the sociotechnical arrangements it 
entails reproduce the oft-criticized consequences of conventional development praxis, 
consequences that are becoming ever more pronounced as fair trade products are 
mainstreamed, codified, and bureaucratized, through corporate participation and 
globalized ethical and quality standards.”267  
 
With “business as development” as the a fundamental driver of Fairtrade, it is reasonable to 
question whether, despite FLO’s intentions and goals, it is even possible for this model to 
attain a different outcome than the many other development initiatives drowning in Western 
cultural assumptions of market driven development and bureaucratic authenticity.    	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 Fairtrade ultimately works to link development, markets, and social/ environmental 
justice to producers identified as marginalized in some way. Different iterations of fair trade 
from the early social movements to the contemporary neoliberal model have engaged with 
competing understandings of development following trends in globalization, development 
and economic shifts. Instead of challenging the capitalist market, it works within it. As Stacy 
Leigh Pigg writes, “Development discourse creates a paradox: It locates villages on the 
periphery of development, yet its ostensible aim to is to make villages developed.”268 The 
peoples producing Fairtrade products, are in essence these “villages” located at the 
“periphery” precisely because they have been exploited, abused and profited from their 
engagements with capitalism through colonial and globalization market relations. Fairtrade 
locates affiliated producers, or Pigg’s “villages,” at the margins of the market economy and 
works to bring them access in a productive way. There is nothing particularly new or radical 
about this and it renders the model subject to ongoing critiques of development, sustainable 
or other, as a narrow, homogenizing project that devalues alternative modes of living and 
ways of conceiving the future.269 
 Although the contemporary model of Fairtrade has been extraordinarily successful in 
its growth of sales and market-shares, the preceding discussion demonstrates the disconnects 
between its theory, implementation and practice. These disconnects are not simply 
differences between intent at the organizational level and praxis at the producer level, but are 
theoretical and structural in nature. They highlight the fundamentally incompatible manner in 
which the contemporary Fairtrade model engages specific assumptions, discourses, ideas and 
imagery about producers’ ways of life, socio-environmental contexts, and desired 	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development outcomes to appeal to and mobilize consumers while using mechanisms of 
globalized markets that in many aspects replicate the relationships that FLO and other 
contemporary Fairtrade organizations purport to be an alternative to. The three domains 
identified at the beginning of this chapter, regulating social relationships, promoting 
alternative trading, and fostering sustainable development are productive areas for analysis. 
These domains underscore key outcomes from the reorientation of contemporary Fairtrade: a 
consolidation of power from allied causes to a few large organizations that maintain complex 
organizational bureaucracies that are hierarchical and emphasize consumer demands because 
the model will fail if they are not prioritized.  
 
Fairtrade in Practice  
As farmers have lost or had their access to international markets threatened through 
free trade policies aimed at deregulation, an increasing number of smallholders turned to 
FLO and Fairtrade certification to solve their market access problems. The smallholders of 
St. Lucia and other Caribbean island-nations have disparate colonial and post-colonial 
histories, however many began the process of Fairtrade certification in response to the WTO 
rulings and their loss of preferential trade with their former metropoles described in Chapter 
2. The international policy changes in the 1990’s culminated with St. Lucia losing its 
preferential trade status with the United Kingdom, its primary export market, which 
threatened to destroy the banana industry. In response to this crisis, farmers sought out 
alternative solutions that could help them maintain access to the U.K. market. Thus, 
following a decade of deregulation in global agricultural trade policy, St. Lucian banana 
farmers were faced with changing their production approach or succumbing to the pressures 
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of the global market. As a solution, in 2000, many remaining farmers elected to adopt new 
production methods and began an intensive certification process to gain access to the 
Fairtrade niche market. 
With the introduction of Fairtrade, St. Lucian farmers were once again members in a 
group that controlled the market access point and required meeting production standards and 
regulations in order to export. In other words, the transition to Fairtrade production was not 
particularly new; in many regards the shift was facilitated by existent industry relations and 
yet another in a long series of changes meant to bring stability to the industry.  Farmers were 
initially very optimistic about Fairtrade because it was an external body, unaffiliated with 
local banana companies and the St. Lucian Government. Fairtrade first came to St. Lucia at 
the request of the country’s banana farmers, and was widely viewed as the future of the 
industry as Augustus identified at the beginning of this chapter. Early in their participation 
with Fairtrade, farmers were hopeful about the ability of Fairtrade to bypass the instability, 
politics, and limited power that had characterized industry experience for growers throughout 
its history in St. Lucia. Unfortunately, as Chapter 4 will show, these patterns so deeply rooted 
in the industry and in the very land that farmers worked, would in many ways prevail into the 
Fairtrade chapter of the industry’s history. By reframing the transition to Fairtrade within 
historic patterns of the banana industry and associated actors, I will show that farmers’ early 
optimism and the eventual failure of the contemporary Fairtrade model to bring about change 
are situated in deeply rooted local and global processes of banana production in the eastern 
Caribbean and the communities of Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen. 
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CHAPTER 4: SEEING FAIRTRADE 
 
Bananas ripen on their stalks hidden away in a blue cocoon 
from the plastic bags coated in pesticides that farmers hang around them 
 
 
 “Nothing is good with Fairtrade now, everybody is there for their money…” 
-Lawivyè Tounen banana farmer  
 
In St. Lucia, to say “mwen wé i la” (I see it there) is to bear witness, confirm, or 
express knowledge of a subject. Likewise, when someone says they are “not seeing” or 
“mwen pa wé tout bagay” (I am never seeing anything like that), they are questioning 
legitimacy, rejecting, or denying the existence or their knowledge of a subject. For many St. 
Lucian banana farmers, they express their experience with Fairtrade using this expression—
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reflecting that they do not “see” Fairtrade. Although they literally “see” representations of 
Fairtrade everyday (Figure 4.1) via signs posted in their farm sheds; at their Fairtrade local 
offices and shipping depots; and through the visits from Fairtrade field officers wearing 
polo’s embroidered with the Fairtrade logo, time and again when talking about their 
experiences with Fairtrade, farmers would tell me that they do not “see Fairtrade.” Farmers 
express their experiences by noting the absence of services or unfulfilled expectations saying 
things like, “Fairtrade supposed to be fair, but the way I seeing it there [in operation], that’s 
not how it working.” 
In conversation with 
another farmer when I 
asked, “What does 
Fairtrade mean to 
you?” he quickly 
responded, “Fairtrade 
means nothing for 
me,” explaining “I 
don’t see any services, 
nothing happens.” 
How did the practice of Fairtrade shift from the “last best hope” for banana farmers in St. 
Lucia to the disheartened and frustrated sentiments expressed by these farmers who are not 
“seeing Fairtrade”? This question is one that I struggled to find a comprehensive answer to 
throughout my fieldwork. In answer, I argue that when assumptions and failings of the 
Fairtrade model are combined with local sociopolitical relations deeply rooted in the St. 
Figure 4.1 Fairtrade is promoted on the packaging of St. Lucian 
bananas bound for the UK   
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Lucian banana industry, the fulfillment of Fairtrade’s possibilities is rendered impossible. I 
arrived at my present understanding through a synthesis of my ethnography in St. Lucia and 
analysis of the Fairtrade model in practice. The three domains I identified in Chapter 3, 
regulating social relationships, promoting alternative trade, and fostering sustainable 
development, are central both to the contemporary Fairtrade model and to why most banana 
farmers in St. Lucia are “not seeing Fairtrade.”  
 
4.1 Practicing and Performing Fairtrade in St. Lucia 
In St. Lucia, the lived experiences of Fairtrade banana farmers underscore several 
ways in which the contemporary Fairtrade model continues and can exacerbate ongoing 
inequality within socio-political, economic, and personal relationships in farming 
communities. Fairtrade banana production is now in its fourteenth year of certification in St. 
Lucia and the contemporary Fairtrade model has progressed in such a way that farmers can 
experience Fairtrade in very uneven ways leaving many farmers vulnerable. As discussed in 
Chapter 3, early memories of Fairtrade from farmers who became certified in the nascent 
stages of the organization between 2000 and 2004 report positive experiences at least for a 
time. However, widespread dissatisfaction and little optimism about Fairtrade’s ability to 
deliver on FLO’s promises cloud accounts today.  
The landscape of Fairtrade in St. Lucia finds some producers struggling to get by 
while others garner considerable advantages in policies, funds and practices at the 
community and national level. These progressions have facilitated the reassertion of 
embedded local power dynamics within the banana industry, impacting individual and 
community experiences and ultimately threatening the aims of Fairtrade. These issues lead 
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farmers to frame their experience with Fairtrade as one where they are “not seeing Fairtrade” 
and inform their expectations and interactions with the Fairtrade model and its affiliated 
employees, agents and stakeholders. While there are many examples to draw from, I extend 
my analysis of the three domains identified in the previous section that are fundamental to 
the contemporary Fairtrade model and at the heart of farmers’ daily practice of Fairtrade 
production: regulating social relationships, promoting alternative trading, and fostering 
sustainable development. These three domains are intimately tied to the Fairtrade model and 
my research findings indicate that these components are acutely vulnerable to disruption and 
fail to achieve the intended aims at the producer level. The following subsections present 
evidence from ethnography, participant observation, surveys, and interviews to demonstrate 
how these three domains are floundering and at times failing, first via Fairtrade social 
organization, then auditing and certification process, and finally allocation and labor.  
 
4.2 Shallow Grassroots: Social Groups and Social Premiums 
Fairtrade serves members through organizing educational workshops, distributing 
industry materials and packaging, allocating quotas for banana harvesting and distributing 
premiums. One older farmer explained, “so the group becomes a focal point for the farmers 
to address the issues that confront the farmers, and anything that cannot be dealt with at the 
local level should be carried over now to the national organization.” As discussed earlier in 
this chapter, the fair trade social movement was built on eliminating ‘middlemen’ and other 
intermediaries by shortening commodity chains to direct trading relationships between 
buyers and producers. The industry structure of Fairtrade in St. Lucia bares small 
resemblance to direct trading partnerships. Fundamental to the contemporary Fairtrade model 
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are the aims of producer empowerment and grassroots development. FLO asserts that 
Fairtrade promotes these relationships through engaging with producers as partners in 
decision-making and supporting democratic development through local Fairtrade group 
organization. In St. Lucia, the role of producers as partners and the organizational structure 
and decision-making practiced through the local and national Fairtrade groups are points of 
power negotiation and more frequently than not model hierarchical decision-making.  
 
Figure 4.2 Organizational Structure of Fairtrade for St. Lucian Farmers 
 
The diagrams above and below illustrate the structure and interrelations between multiple 
parties involved in the production, export and sales of Fairtrade bananas in in St. Lucia 
(Figure 4.2 and 4.3). These illustrations exhibit the number of authorities that banana farmers 
have to answer to and navigate in their day-to-day production of bananas and annual 
certification and recertification with FLO Fairtrade. 
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Figure 4.3 Organizational Structure of the Banana Industry in St. Lucia 
 
The ultimate interface in the organizational structures for banana farmers is their local 
Fairtrade group. FLO requires all Fairtrade producers to be active members of a Fairtrade 
group located in their community or region. For the farmers of Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè 
Tounen this means that joining their local group was their first step to becoming Fairtrade 
certified and that the group formed the social space where they would learn about the 
organization, expectations, social processes etc. Regular participation in groups is required 
and regulated by FLO through the attendance ruling that if farmers miss more than 3 
meetings in one year they can be decertified. Local Fairtrade groups are represented by FLO 
as a grassroots space for farmers to voice concerns, coalesce to take action, plan community 
development projects, learn of new developments in Fairtrade and generally engage in the 
organization and decision-making of the group.  
As recently as 2008, Moberg described the independence and democracy of the local 
groups bolstered with funds for development from social premiums as an “extraordinarily 
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empowering tool.”270 His ethnography of FLO’s group requirement presents a very optimistic 
analysis, viewing the groups as perhaps the most positive outcome of Fairtrade for St. 
Lucians writing, “…the movement’s achievements will be measured by its accomplishments 
at the local level, perhaps most notably the freeing of community development and decision 
making from the aspirations of outside power seekers.”271 However, throughout my 
fieldwork, I observed local Fairtrade groups as spaces for gaining power within the Fairtrade 
organization, reinforcing alliances, and learning about decisions made at the national and 
international levels of Fairtrade. The serious differences between Moberg’s observations of 
Fairtrade groups in St. Lucia and my own could easily be construed as variations among 
regions, or as distinctions in interpretation between two different researchers’ conclusions. 
However banana farmers offer a third explanation. A series of changes in the composition 
and function of Fairtrade groups and practices in St. Lucia took place between Moberg’s 
study which was conducted between 2002-2004272 and my own, that have led to a very 
different form for Fairtrade. 
In St. Lucia, farmers have a saying  "Se pa tout moun ki mita a pey boots ki se fama," 
(not everyone who wears a pair of boots is a farmer). This saying is in response to the hobby 
farmers who serve on the NFTO’s Executive Board. These individuals are generally people 
who are not dependent on income from bananas and grow them part-time, unlike most 
producers who are dependent on their income from banana farming. These differences are in 
large part related to the skill sets involved in running the larger organization. With just under 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
270 Moberg 2008:228 
271 Moberg 2008:229 
272 Although he has continued to work with Fairtrade banana farmers in the region, mostly in 
Dominica, the research for his 2008 book Slipping Away was limited to the research conducted early 
in his work in the East Caribbean. 
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50% of banana farmers reporting “primary schooling” as their highest level of school 
attended, the number of individuals comfortable with the record keeping, reading, writing, 
organizational management and computer skills necessary to run the National organization is 
limited. Furthermore, the hierarchy and composition of the board reproduce many of the 
relationships intrinsic to the island’s banana industry between the full-time producers and the 
previous managers and employees of banana companies. One reason farmers give for why 
they do not “see Fairtrade” is directly related to the organizational structure and function, 
specifically the ways Fairtrade reproduces both institutional and personal relationships from 
previous banana companies. Farmers today see Fairtrade as an extension or new iteration of 
St. Lucia’s banana industry. “Well Fairtrade for me is the company now, exporting bananas 
and getting the packages, but I don’t see them assisting too much, oh they would help us with 
packaging and other things.” This view is widespread and signifies a departure from the 
experiences of farmers involved in Fairtrade early in its arrival in St. Lucia as I discussed in 
Chapter 3.  
Early in my time in St. Lucia when I asked farmers about how long or when they had 
joined Fairtrade I was often puzzled by responses of “when everyone did…” or “from the 
beginning.” Though years are not always important markers of the passing of time for many 
farmers, the response felt different, as if my question was uninformed. Not until my formal 
interviews did I fully understand the extent of answers like “when everyone did…” My 
formal interviews helped to document that there were actually two waves of farmers who 
joined Fairtrade. The stories, experiences, and maybe most importantly, expectations from 
farmers who joined in each wave are very different.  
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The first wave represents a small group of early adopters who opted to become 
Fairtrade certified between 2000 and 2004. These farmers formed two groups on the island, 
demonstrate a greater knowledge of FLO’s Fairtrade philosophy, and have a different set of 
expectations. Overwhelmingly they share an opinion that Fairtrade used to be better than it is 
now. The second wave represents the majority of farmers, most of whom became certified 
between 2005 and 2006 in the nationwide push to convert the entire industry to Fairtrade. 
These farmers typically express lower expectations and greater satisfaction for Fairtrade. 
What farmers from both waves agree upon is their dissatisfaction with many aspects of the 
NFTO and Fairtrade in general (Appendix 2). This leads some farmers to be nostalgic for the 
pre-Fairtrade days and their former banana companies, while others are simply resentful that 
Fairtrade has changed so much since they joined. Although very few farmers put a timeframe 
on it, I locate the problem’s arrival in 2005 when St. Lucia’s three Fairtrade groups expanded 
to twelve and the remainder of the industry converted to Fairtrade, bringing  in farmers at 
every level (members, groups, national board members) who did not ascribe to the 
philosophy of Fairtrade, but were given a choice— sell Fairtrade bananas or none at all.  
Shifts in leadership, Fairtrade employees, and organizational structures from 2005 or 
so onward have led many farmers to take note of the changes  since they  became involved 
early on; or if they joined in 2005 or later, to conclude that there is minimal difference 
between Fairtrade and any past banana companies and organizations (such the SLBC, TQFC 
and the SLBGA) . Reflecting on his perceptions of Fairtrade and the changes at the group 
level, a Lawivyè Tounen farmer describes: 
When Fairtrade first started out, it was good. But as it progressed it got worse, they 
fooled a lot of people but not me. I used my mind and worked on my own, I always said I 
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don’t want anything to leave me before I leave it, and there are a lot of people that left fig 
[bananas] and still see misery. I first heard about them [Fairtrade] years ago, it sounded 
good, so I joined. But shortly after things changed.  
Farmers’ perceptions of these organizational changes are deeply steeped in the 
rootedness of the banana industry, their sense-making of the social organization of banana 
production and their experiences which surpass their experiences with Fairtrade alone. For 
example, an afternoon conversation with Alfred, a long-time banana farmer and social 
activist, details the history of social relationships and hiring practices in the banana industry 
that seeped into Fairtrade at the NFTO and local group levels when St. Lucia’s banana 
industry transitioned to full Fairtrade certification. I often stopped to visit Alfred after a 
morning of farm surveys or banana work in the Lawivyè Tounen community. Raised in 
bananas and a long-time member of Fairtrade, he loved to talk about the history of banana 
farming in the region and ask me questions about human and geological evolution.  
One afternoon, as Alfred and I sat on a felled tree in his side yard talking about how 
precisely scientists know why the erosion of soils is a problem when soils are formed by 
erosion from rocks and larger geologic formations as a natural process, an NFTO field officer 
called Jonah interrupted our conversation. He stopped by to update Alfred on some changes 
for harvesting requirements. Officer Jonah informed Alfred that all farmers in the area would 
need to buy a special tape dispenser to place little white tape seals on their bunches of 
bananas for the following week. After Officer Jonah left, I asked Alfred what he thought of 
Officer Jonah’s abilities as his field officer. Alfred wiggled his eyebrows questioningly at 
me, as if to say, “really, you’re asking me that?” cleared his throat, and carefully criticized 
him, telling me that the field officer was ineffective at his job. That his opinion was 
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unfavorable was not surprising. , Many farmers in Lawivyè Tounen had expressed criticism 
for Officer Jonah at one point or another. What made Alfred’s assessment standout is that he 
situated the officer’s shortcomings in his job performance within the history of the banana 
industry, not characteristics of the individual: 
Most of the people on their farm know more than these field officers. They are not 
trained field officers you know? They were hired with another [banana] company as 
the, there was no need for their job anymore, they would give them other things to do. 
Firstly they said that they hired a frontline officer, then they call him a technical 
officer, and now they call him a field officer. [He] Is the same person they just, and 
these are people with no formal training in agriculture. These are people that have 
been in the past in SLBC, SLBGA. The industry changed during the time you were 
talking about earlier on in— the 70's, 80's— they were given packages273 at their 
place of work, the SLBGA and that money they took and they bought farms with it and 
those farms, they could not manage the farms. And these are field officers of SLBGA, 
they could not manage the farms, so they cannot tell you how to manage farms, so if 
you take their advice, you would not have a farm… most of them are working with 
NFTO. …they just don't know as much as the farmers. The persons that hire them are 
the workers themselves. The famers have no say in who get hires Caela. That’s what 
they say but that’s not what’s happening. Yes, initially when Fairtrade started, but it 
change in 2005 that is how it is. Better directors, a new board, and the people that 
are on the board themselves are the people that are [were] affiliated with the banana 
companies. Consequently they have friends in these companies and what they do is 
hire them along side them. By the farmers, at the group level, by the famers and they 
consequently go to the executive of the board. From 2000 to 2005 the farmers would 
elect these people, it continues to happen today but the people are able to influence 
the famers to a point to, the old workers were able to lobby support from the famers 
and get themselves elected. It was organized; yeah they had plan that, I know, ‘cause 
I was involved with NFTO at the time. They were able to go to the famers and form 
groups and those were headed by themselves, those groups were elected at the group 
level and they went on the board and the majority on the board who are banana 
affiliated people or workers, they had the majority stake on the board so they elected 
them.  
 
The assumption inherent to the Fairtrade model that industry employees and farmers 
alike would ascribe to the Fairtrade philosophy of empowering farmers unaffected by social 
histories within the industry and farming communities, undermines the stability of Fairtrade 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
273 Compensation packages for holding shares in the SLBGA company when it closed 
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in an organizational sense. Interviews with industry professionals readily support Alfred’s 
account of the NFTO employees’ banana industry pedigrees. When I interviewed NFTO, 
Winfresh, and St. Lucian Government employees about their work history, they all listed 
previous employment in the industry, with most moving from one position to another as the 
dominant companies changed or split apart. The consistency with which people work in the 
industry is unremarkable given that it follows the hiring and employment practices of the 
past274 success of the industry over the period of Green Gold, and the size of the pool of 
individuals with the experience and skill sets desired by banana companies. Landing a 
salaried job in the banana industry meant a job for life and the promise of jobs for family and 
friends. The reciprocity and nepotism of these jobs is an open topic of conversation, 
described by one farmer as brotherhood, “…the guys that was working there like 
brotherhood, that one give that one job and that one give that one job.”  The following 
narrative was offered during a professional interview with an NFTO employee who has 
nearly 30 years experience working in the banana industry after two years of studying 
technical agriculture in the 1980’s. His career illustrates the shifting roles that industry 
employees cultivate over time and the industry characteristic of assigning new positions for 
existing employees unrelated to their skill sets:  
Well the thing is I only work with Fairtrade for about 3 months, [before that] I work 
with Winfresh for about 10 years, and I work with the other banana companies before 
that. I work with SLBGA, SLBC, and I work with WIBDECO, and then Winfresh, so 
the names changed over time. So I’ve been involved with product management. I got 
involved in the banana industry on the 3rd of April 1989... I was a field officer with 
SLBGA when I joined, but I worked in almost every department over time— credit 
control, leafspot control, I worked as a frontline officer training farmers, and also I 
worked as a field officer, and then I became a reception manager at the port. I was 
responsible for [shipping and receiving], and in those days we shipped bananas from 
Castries and Vieux Fort… then from reception I went over to be a regional manager 	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supervising the field officers. … Then I left SLBC in 2000 because I got a job offer 
from WIBDECO where I was a product controller… 
 
Of serious importance in these employment histories is how much the sociality and 
sociopolitical nuances of St. Lucia’s banana industry frame both the NFTO employee’s 
experience and Alfred’s understanding of why representation throughout Fairtrade has been 
co-opted and consequently, why he has a field officer who is inadequate at his job. The 
manner in which people in power in the old banana companies were able to mobilize 
“friends,” old support, and affiliations to get farmers in the Fairtrade groups to elect them to 
positions of power with local and later national power is an important shift in the practice of 
Fairtrade in St. Lucia. How these power grabs and reinsertion of the industry hierarchy took 
place involves more bodies and money than Alfred discusses.  
 
Fairtrade Premiums Beget Social Capital 
The shifts that took place between 2005 and 2010 were more than repositioning of 
employees and farmers.  They fundamentally restructured the decision-making hierarchy and 
resource distribution policies for Fairtrade in St. Lucia. The crown jewel of the FLO 
development model is the Fairtrade Premium (often referred to by its former name “social 
premium”). FLO describes the Fairtrade Premium in this way: 
“In addition to the Fairtrade price, there is an additional sum of money, called the 
Fairtrade Premium. This money goes into a communal fund for workers and farmers 
to use to improve their social, economic and environmental conditions. The use of 
this additional income is decided upon democratically by producers within the 
farmers’ organization, or by workers on a plantation. The Premium is invested in 
education and healthcare, farm improvements to increase yield and quality, or 
processing facilities to increase income.  As many projects funded by the Premium 
are communal, the broader community, outside the producer organization often 
benefits from Fairtrade.”275 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
275 FLO, 2013 “What is Fairtrade” 
 
 
 132 
 
In Fairtrade banana production, the Fairtrade Premium is 1 USD per box of bananas 
sold. The funds are intended for distribution to each community group for the group to decide 
how to allocate their use for development projects and other group benefits such as health 
and accident insurance, computers for school children, road construction and more. St. 
Lucian farmers report that this was in fact the case early in the existence of Fairtrade on the 
island.  However, over the last 5 years farmers have gradually lost benefits such as health 
insurance, bereavement stipends and funding for community development projects. One 
farmer reflects on these changes as part of his disillusionment with Fairtrade today. 
 “Yeah I don’t have a choice, until something better [than Fairtrade] comes, I always 
look for improvement, I’m not even too sure, its totally different from where we started, the 
social premiums all of that stop [now].”  
This decline is noticeable across St. Lucia. When I began researching Fairtrade in St. 
Lucia in 2008, groups all had clear material and social program examples of what they were 
doing with their Fairtrade Premium, but by 2010, the premiums were no longer regularly 
being delivered to the community Fairtrade groups. Minutes from one group meeting indicate 
a process of negotiations between the group and the NFTO to obtain the Fairtrade Premium 
(Social Premium) due to their members: “A letter dealing with disbursement of the social 
premium from the NFTO was received. 50% of the Social Premium due will be disbursed as 
soon as possible. This means that the group will receive a total of about $19,500 EC.” My 
review of the financial records of that group for the remainder of 2010 indicates that no 
amount of the Fairtrade Premium was ever received from the NFTO for that year.  
A farmer from Plas Hòtè blames the disappearing money on the bureaucratic and 
organization shifts that took place in the NFTO beginning in 2006 and 2008,  
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They still have these people who lead the Fairtrade when it should have been farmers 
who should have full control. Well that’s head office, people who had position [in the 
banana industry before Fairtrade began] and they knew that if the farmers take 
control they would be losing their job and things like that. They have something 
called ‘“konplo”’276, a meeting they have outside that would be stronger than taking 
the  person on, all the big people in the industry.  
 
The “big people” the farmer is referring to are career banana industry officials 
discussed above, sometimes more derogatorily referred to as the “banana bourgeoisie,” who 
transitioned into running Fairtrade in St. Lucia beginning in 2006 when the entire industry 
became Fairtrade certified. Since then, NFTO employees and the Board of Directors have 
reallocated nearly all of the Fairtrade Premiums to be channeled to the NFTO for 
discretionary spending. Instead of funding community based projects, the monies cover 
employees’ salaries and operating expenses such as purchasing employee vehicles, a much 
disputed 1 million EC abandoned building purchased in the capitol of Castries ,and many 
other expenses that farmers see as a pollution of the intended use of the premiums and 
certainly defy FLO’s description. When I asked why things are this way, a farmer named 
Pearl says that she sees the issue as a local one, specific to St. Lucia; she explains the 
situation like this:   
Right now it’s the opposite [of the way things were], there are farmers that 
have left the industry because of Fairtrade, because the people who manage 
Fairtrade right now they are all for themselves they are not about criteria and 
principles of Fairtrade, so it’s not helping but, it’s not the core persons who are 
affected it is the people who are involved in it that [NFTO employees] are causing it 
to happen. The principles of Fairtrade and the criteria, to me it’s okay. Perhaps they 
are not able to ensure that what they are saying is going on the ground, okay? But the 
core principles, to me, it’s okay. To me it’s well regulated. Fairtrade is about 
common sense and fairness. The problem is not with Fairtrade, it’s the people 
involved in doing these things [changing policies in St. Lucia]  
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 Through her explanation we discover that Pearl sees the issue as one of St. Lucian 
people and relationships that precede Fairtrade. Along with Alfred, for Pearl and many other 
farmers in St. Lucia, Fairtrade has become the same industry hierarchy as before Fairtrade 
arrived. The problem of disappearing monies takes two forms: regulated and unregulated 
redistribution of the funds to those with more power and stronger social ties in the banana 
industry. The first form is regulated and legal, though ethically debatable, where the NFTO 
was able to apply for exemptions under “special circumstances” to use a portion of the 
monies from Fairtrade Premiums for the operational costs of expanding and running the 
NFTO. On a visit to St. Lucia in 2011, one FLO employee explained to me   that the 
exception was intended to be a temporary arrangement with only 40% of the Fairtrade 
Premium remaining at the NFTO, but that each year since 2008 when the exception had been 
instigated, new unexpected costs continued to rise. The FLO employee forecast that 2010 
was the last year the exception would be in place. However from the Fairtrade meeting 
minutes quoted above, there is evidence that in at least some cases, 0% of the Fairtrade 
Premium was being redistributed to the local groups. There is evidence that this shifting 
around of funds and “exceptions” on the part of FLO were necessary in many sectors of 
Fairtrade. Sometime around 2010, FLO redefined the acceptable uses for the Fairtrade 
Premium worldwide to include “Investment in business or organizational development, 
production and processing.” Although FLO marketing continues to focus on the community, 
education, environment and health benefits of the Fairtrade Premium, in 2010-2011 the 
spending on Fairtrade Premiums was overwhelmingly within the new category of business 
(Figure 4.4).  These numbers seem to indicate that for many groups worldwide, and assuredly 
for the NFTO in St. Lucia, finances are unsustainable and being bolstered with the injection 
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of funds from the local Fairtrade groups’ development funds. Globally, the idea of the 
Fairtrade Premium being used to purchase buildings, pay salaries and buy supplementary 
 
Figure 4.4 FLO Global Uses of Fairtrade Premium for 2010-2011277 
inputs for producers simultaneously calls into question the financial stability of the Fairtrade 
minimum price as a livable income,  and undermines the marketing message  that the 
premiums are funding rural development in producers’ communities. Locally in St. Lucia, 
the legitimacy of the redistribution is one that local farmers contest, and the extent of its 
necessity certainly should be assessed with skepticism given the spending, transparency, and 
management history of the SLBGA, the SLBC, and the NFTO circa 2005/2006.278 
The second, unregulated form of redistribution is more related to illegal taking of 
monies. There is widespread consent among farmers that NFTO and Winfresh management 
and employees take money that should be going to the farmer. A response offered by a Plas 	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Hòtè farmer during our interview illustrates just how little expectation there is to hold anyone 
accountable. When I asked where he thought the Fairtrade Premium money was going he 
responded laughing, “I don't know! Somebody go with it? I don't know, maybe a hole was 
leaking under the basket.” His manner was joking, but he quickly added that the monies 
disappear “because they don't manage it properly.”  Curious about how the accused see these 
issues, I typically asked NFTO and Winfresh employees, “Why don’t farmers seem to trust 
the individuals in the industry?” Their responses varied from denying any lack in trust to 
blaming farmer “ignorance,” but one seasoned employee of Winfresh offered a more candid 
reply: 
Well you have issues of embezzlement and stuff, so that could be one of it, and 
you have had other issues, but also you need the right system [takes a phone call], so 
I think going forward in terms of trust we need to put in the right systems, and we 
need to have, that’s the problem with I because you have people who are directors 
who want to manage. Who want to have priority and preferences and that’s 
dangerous. They want to put their friends in position, they want to put their children, 
they want to put their family in the groups [local Fairtrade groups]. So I think in 
terms of trust, if the farmers are doing well, then that will be less of a problem, but 
there’s not enough of that, enough transparency. …So there’s a fundamental 
problem. Also, I think the structure is flawed, for instance I was in charge of quality 
and production, but I didn’t have anyone in the field… So, because of that 
management has no power and management is doing whatever the directors want, 
ethical or unethical, so you find um, you know, you have these little issues, and they 
are big, they are fundamental in farmer morale. And if you don’t have the farmer 
morale, people are just hanging in there… and there’s a lack of leadership because 
you have this sort of structure so the farmers don’t know who to go to. 
 
In her description, this Winfresh employee underscores the confluence of banana industry 
politics with the Fairtrade model and structural organization, or the “pluralistic ways of 
socially organizing market production.”279 In the following ethnographic accounts, first of 
the Fairtrade certification and auditing process, followed by Fairtrade production and trading 
through accounts of labor and allocation, I will show how the Winfresh employee’s 	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assessment, that the structure and the industry relations coalesce in troubling, unsustainable, 
and inequitable ways, is repeatedly demonstrated throughout the practice of Fairtrade in St. 
Lucia.  
 
4.3 The Anatomy of an Audit   
Annually, Fairtrade groups and individual farmers navigate relations with FLO 
representatives, third-party monitors and export companies. However the day-to-day social 
interactions and process are primarily local community-based relationships. This means that 
the primary relationships formed through Fairtrade are imbued with internal social 
complexities and practiced locally. Heading into fieldwork I proposed that the certification 
and auditing process was one of the areas where Fairtrade would be particularly contested, 
problematic, and failing. I argued that “the ‘gap’ between abstract global production 
standards and situated local realities places farmers in an unprecedented  ‘audit culture ‘, 
where farmers' abilities to persist in banana farming is linked to their compliance with a set 
of Euro-Western cultural presumptions about St. Lucian farmers’ work, environment and 
wellbeing.”280 Through conversations, interviews and observing audits I was surprised to find 
out that the audit as a process was clearly bifurcated for farmers between local audits and 
international ones. Local audits completed by St. Lucian auditors were fraught with inter-
personal politics, community dynamics, and inaccuracies on the part of both farmers and 
auditors. However the international audits were more often a collaborative event and point of 
pride for the farmer being audited. These divisions provide an interesting way to examine the 
contemporary Fairtrade model’s reliance on the audit as a process to ensure accountability to 
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consumers and to instigate and reinforce transparency and development goals for producers.  
 
Local Audits, Local Arguments 
With my phone ringing again, I dug into my backpack searching amongst fieldwork 
supplies— a notebook, a 100-meter tape measure and surveyors tape— eclipsing the phone 
wrapped in a plastic baggie to keep it dry in the morning’s rain. I had already missed a call. 
This second call was probably a follow up. It didn’t matter that the phone had stopped 
ringing by the time I got it out,.  Low on credit for their cell phones, farmers generally call 
and hang up to avoid incurring any charges. It was Lydia calling me— she wanted my van281. 
Lydia was being audited by the local Fairtrade inspector the next day and she was preparing 
her farm and shed for the recertification audit. FLO requires farmers to keep chemicals 
locked in a metal container to minimize risk of chemical spills and keep them secure. This 
can be a serious challenge for farmers in St. Lucia to meet. Although a special metal 
“chemical cabinet” was made and subsidized by FLO to fulfill this requirement, only 200 
were shipped to St. Lucia at the subsidized price of 150EC leaving most farmers with the full 
price of 500EC. Instead many people typically use old refrigerators or filing cabinets with 
chains and padlocks wrapped around them to comply with the standard while others remain 
non-compliant for most of the year and resort to borrowing something for their audit.  
Lydia had struck gold. When I called her back she explained to me that she knew of 
an office being emptied out “in town” (Castries).  They had a filing cabinet that she could 
have, but she had no way to transport it to her farm in Plas Hòtè. She wanted me to pick her 
up, retrieve the filing cabinet and deliver it to her farm. I agreed. Three hours and several 
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scratches later, Lydia and I had successfully moved the 5’ brown filing cabinet down a flight 
of stairs, into my jeep called “the Beast,” and after some rearranging in her banana pack-shed 
wrangled it to its final resting place on the farm. Exhausted and dripping from rain and sweat, 
we sat down to catch our breath. Thinking about our afternoon’s efforts, and her time spent 
away from the farm, I ask Lydia how she feels about the next day’s audit. She shrugs her 
shoulders and says simply, “the audit is something that must happen.” After a moment or two 
she elaborates, telling me that she didn’t like it the first time, but now it is not too bad. What 
she is nervous about are the politics between the auditor and the field officer. “There’s bad 
blood between those two. It always making problems for us.” She says this , shaking her 
head in disgust. The rains continued the next day and the auditors declined to conduct the 
FLO recertification in the inclement weather, postponing the meeting for several weeks. The 
delayed time meant a minimum of two more harvests before Lydia would be able to sell 
certified bananas again because her certification had lapsed but there was nothing to be done 
but wait.  
Exercising power before even setting foot on the farm, local auditors often schedule, 
cancel, and postpone their audits with little warning. Although the dynamics of an audit can 
be congenial, they are often permeated with more going on than meets the eye. Many times 
farmers enter the audit process having undertaken time consuming (Figure 4.5) and 
sometimes expensive efforts such as obtaining a filing cabinet like Lydia and sometimes they 
have been scheduled and rescheduled multiple times. Furthermore, from an economic 
standpoint they are negotiating for their right to sell bananas, so their ability to perform their 
livelihood is in question and to further compound the financial stress - farmers must pay for 
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the costs of their own audit, both local and international,282 whether they pass or not.283 
Although the FLO model identifies auditors as independent third-party inspectors, in St. 
Lucia these individuals are more often than not more educated neighbors or relatives and 
career banana industry personnel. The third-party auditors are employees of Winfresh, the 
most recent version of WIBDECO. Many farmers complain about decisions of the Winfresh 
inspectors and interactions tempered 
with vestiges of power dynamics from 
the banana industry prior to Fairtrade.284  
Several weeks later I joined 
Lydia for the rescheduled audit. When I 
arrived at the farm I immediately noticed 
changes made in final preparation for the 
audit. A fresh piece of vinyl—avocado 
green and harvest paisley medley that 
would make the 1960’s jealous— was 
neatly stapled over the foam and cracked 
vinyl on her packing tables. The cement 
floor had been scrubbed down and the 
walls of the shed were covered in freshly printed posters and flyers still wet at the paste 
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International audits are paid for by the NFTO and the local group inspected, but the group fees are 
part and partial the individual farmer’s burden. 
283 Farmers who do not pass must pay the fee again for a full re-inspection. Farmers who 
conditionally pass are not charged any additional feels 
284 Slocum 2006; Moberg 2008 
Figure 4.5 Posters and Flyers required to be posted in 
all Fairtrade banana packing sheds 
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marks. The auditor and an NFTO employee were there already. I had waited close by until I 
got the “hang up” from Lydia letting me know that my presence as an observer would be 
acceptable. Most notable was that they were walking around inspecting her shed but not 
talking to Lydia or acknowledging her in any way, affirming Lydia’s fears regarding the 
politics between her auditor and field officer . 
The questions last over two hours. In the beginning Lydia is quiet and irritated (from 
my perspective) giving polite responses with pursed lips and a “Yes sir, Mr. Brown,” to every 
question the auditor asks her. He starts out giving her some first aid scenarios, and as she 
explains how she would deal with them, he checks her first aid kit. Next they move on to 
discussing safety gear for chemicals and pesticide application. Lydia and I share brief eye 
contact when the new filing cabinet passes assessment smoothly; it is so old and beat up the 
auditor has no idea that it is a recent addition to the farm. A conflict arises over the size, 
number and brand of gloves for harvest day. Mr. Brown says there should be 4 pair, Lydia 
says only two people wear them, so she does not need 4. She is visibly unhappy and Mr. 
Brown responds to her saying, “I’m merely here to notify you of what you need to do to 
remain certified.” His passing off culpability to her does not garner a positive response from 
Lydia, so he tries a more sympathetic tone. “I totally get it Mrs. N., because I know the plight 
of the banana farmers…” Then he turns to the NFTO officer and begins to talk about Lydia 
as if she were not there. “I notice that she seems agitated, and that she wasn’t happy to see 
me this morning,” he says. The NFTO officer affirms his observation but cautions, “I don’t 
want to present a difficulty for our guest.” Mr. Brown replies, “No, but I’m making a point… 
Mrs. N, please, call me Benjamin. Let’s not be so formal.” Lydia nods, but continues to call 
him Mr. Brown, perhaps the only resistance she feels safe to act upon.  
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Mr. Brown asks Lydia if she maintains a buffer zone by the river.  She says that she 
does. He takes her at her word and declines to inspect it because the ground is wet and he did 
not bring boots for going on the farm. They cover several more topics and then the question 
of soil management, fertilizer and input records comes up. The NFTO Officer comments that 
recommendations for soils are “almost always disregarded” and they find that Lydia’s 
records are minimally complete. Mr. Brown asks her if she remembers how much fertilizer 
she applied. Lydia tells him that she applied 24 bags of NPK over 3 days, which results in an 
immediate scolding from both the NFTO officer and the auditor. They say it is too much for 
even 12 acres, believing that Lydia is farming 8. In fact, she is only actively farming on 5, 
and it is unlikely that she had access to, much less applied 24 bags of fertilizer.  
The audit continues with more questions and several more points where Mr. Brown 
narrates his experience of Lydia’s attitude. Toward the end before delivering his decision he 
says defensively, “Obviously Mrs. N feels that I’m being unfair, but I’m not, I’m just doing 
my job.” As he reviews the forms he’s filled out throughout the audit, the feeling in the shed 
grows tense. Taking a break from jotting notes and observing, I look down at my legs which 
I discover are red and bleeding from little black flies’ bites that, caught up in the tension of 
the audit, I failed to notice happening. Mr. Brown delivers his decision: Lydia has not passed. 
Although she has zero major non-compliance issues, she has 13 minor non-compliance issues 
or “NC’s” and farmers cannot pass with more than 9 minor NCs. The NFTO officer asks 
some questions for an explanation of “why” for each of the 13 points. Once Mr. Brown goes 
over all of the infractions, he tells Lydia that she has 28 days to correct them before she is 
automatically decertified. Lydia asks Mr. Brown to visit the local Fairtrade group office just 
up the hill in Plas Hòtè where many of her missing records and documents are. She explains 
 
 
 143 
that her field officer was supposed to bring them to her and had never arrived. Mr. Brown 
says that his schedule is full and he is unwilling to review them at all this week, meaning that 
Lydia will not be eligible to sell bananas the following week as well. 
Once they leave, I climb the love apple tree beside the packing shed, picking the pink 
bell-shaped fruits and tossing them down to Lydia who has come back to life. “I’m so 
pissed!” she yells up to me, “ I knew as soon as I saw it was him that it would be bad. You 
always hope it won’t be him, I tell you, he’s giving out so many NC’s [non-compliances].” I 
ask if there is someone better, someone more fair in her eyes. “Well, you never know, but 
with him it’s always bad.” Lydia explains that this is an old relationship: Mr. Brown was a 
field officer for the SLBGA, later the SLBC, and then when Fairtrade got started, he was 
hired as an auditor instead of remaining a field officer, so he is hard on his former co-workers 
(and consequently the farmers they work with) such as Lydia and her field officer. The 
introduction of formal audits via Fairtrade has replaced the more frequent, but still power-
laden assessment visits from SLBC and SLBGA field officers in the 1980’s and 1990’s.285 
Though the formality of audit may be different, the interactions between farmers and 
auditors, such as those demonstrated by Lydia, Mr. Brown and the NFTO Officer, are 
permeated by their ongoing relationships with one another. Accumulating a personal history 
and knowledge of the industry rooted in decades of relations with coworkers and farmers 
from a specific set of communities is the industry norm in St. Lucia. These locally formed 
relationships render the objectivity and independence of FLO’s third-party audit impossible.  
Logistics and population size and industry experience are legitimate factors involved in the 
selection of auditors and field officers. The power of the Fairtrade certification and 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
285 Slocum 2006 
 
 
 144 
recertification audits cannot simply be separated from local social relations and histories in 
the industry and no one knows this better than the farmers. Shaking her head in disgust Lydia 
summarizes her morning in disbelief saying, “I never knew he would be so wicked.”  
 
Global Audits, Global Approaches  
There certainly is not a consensus about the role of the audit and certification 
standards among Fairtrade farmers in St. Lucia; this includes farmers’ views on how, why, 
and what the meaning of the audit is to them. Sitting in the Lawivyè Tounen Fairtrade office 
chatting with several farmers about the ins and outs of the upcoming annual audit from 
foreigners, one farmer remarked, “See that’s the thing, we have to try to get the Standards to 
fit our lives, the scenario.” Another shook his head in disagreement, he was in favor of just 
following the rules “even if it not making sense.” Another farmer chimed in agreement, “It’s 
not something I like, but you have to make the effort.” These international audits bring a very 
different set of relations into play in St. Lucia. To be selected for an international audit means 
that a producer’s group will help to prepare the farm through labor, guidance and money to 
ensure that the farmer will be a good representative for the group to the international 
inspector. The majority of attention from international auditors during an annual visit is spent 
with the NFTO and a selected local group. Visits to local farms by foreign auditors are 
limited to a handful of farms at most, and in 2011, only 2 farms were visited. This approach 
is in keeping with FLO-CERT’s auditing policy, in which they state that because of the size 
of organizations and numbers of producers, “This makes it impossible for the auditor to visit 
every single farm. Accordingly FLO-CERT operates a ‘group certification’ model. This 
includes the audit of the producer organization itself as well as random checks of a 
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representative sample of individual farmers.”286 St. Lucian banana farmers’ descriptions of 
being audited by the foreign auditor portray a very different experience from the local audits. 
As one farmer described during our interview:  
I feel good in a way, cause you saying maybe they enjoying it [FLO auditors from the 
UK], that’s why they coming and see. I will not say they don’t know, cause when they 
come, the records, they pass on the farm to check. It feels nice in a way, when foreign 
people come to the farm, I was feeling really proud on that day, cause people from 
abroad came to see my farm, you wouldn’t believe because some time ago Winfresh 
came to check me to see if everything in order. Some people from NFTO came to 
check. They didn’t find any problem with it, because I was the first farm they came 
and check. It was really nice. I could say quietly, because I didn’t know what exactly 
they want, so in a way I was a bit nervous… but I could say, I was feeling really 
proud on that day. 
 
A much smaller percentage of farmers ever experience an international audit.  
However they seem to share an overall positive experience. Another farmer I interviewed 
who had been part of the international audit several years before, also described the process 
as a source of pride, telling me that for her, she felt that the international auditors had more 
respect for the banana farmer than the local auditors, or even people living in her community.  
 
Power and Performance in the Audit 
Mandated by FLO, the Fairtrade audits are part of a broader trend theorized as an 
“audit culture”287 or a culture of governance in which “…the techniques and values of 
accountancy have become a central organizing principle in the governance and management 
of human conduct – and the new kinds of relationships, habits and practices that this is 
creating.”288 The performance of Lydia’s recertification audit was slow, deliberate, and 
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antithetical to the empowerment and transparency it is premised to achieve by FLO. In the 
audit space, the auditor and the NFTO officer completed the audit while exchanging pointed 
banter and exercising explicit authority through their interactions with Lydia. The underlying 
truth was not lost on any of the four bodies under the packing shed that morning: Despite 
being titled “partner” in the Fairtrade industry, Lydia had negligible control over the outcome 
of her audit or the two personalities navigating old conflicts whose presence she had the 
privilege to pay for. In some ways Lydia’s audit engages with the Foucauldian perspective on 
governmentality in which practice, discipline, and regulated routine are instruments of social 
of control.289 With this in mind we could view the model of certification and audit as tools of 
governance in which FLO seeks to change, regulate and hold accountable producers’ conduct 
and behavior on their farms.290 However, the source of the power in this instance is not 
singular and limited to hierarchy of FLO governing local producers but plural, with multiple 
entanglements and agendas.  
The complex relationship dynamics between the auditor, farmer, and NFTO officer 
also call to mind Foucault’s insistence of understanding the manner in which power is 
employed or produced using an “ascending analysis” of power focusing on the practice and 
reconstitution of power through processes of engagement, in this case between the auditor 
and the audited.291 Lacking from Foucault’s concept and intimately important to the setting 
of local Fairtrade audits in St. Lucia, are the power dynamics stemming from the 
environmental landscape and longtime political ecology of the agricultural industry. Lydia’s 
livelihood is tied to the land that she owns, land that, as discussed in Chapter 2, has been 	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formed and reformed through consecutive processes of colonialism and intensified export 
agricultural production. To make any money with her land, Lydia must grow bananas 
because there are no other reliable export markets or use for her land.  
The farmer audited by the British inspector also illustrates this in describing tension 
in his feeling of pride from external recognition as an individual who produces something 
desirable with his land and the absence of such recognition in his own community where 
farmers are more likely to be perceived as stuck to their land and a dying industry. The point 
of this analysis is not to suggest that these farmers have no agency in the audit process.  
Rather, it is to emphasize that the supposedly simple and transparent audit model promoted 
by Fairtrade that is represented by FLO-CERT as a development pedagogy method without 
judgment, is in fact a complex entanglement of relations. To unpack the various aspects of 
these entanglements various conceptualizations of power are certainly useful, but as Li 
writes, the “powers that are multiple cannot be totalizing and seamless.”292 Ultimately, for 
understanding this plurality in the scenario of the audit, turning to a relational ontology is 
perhaps the most useful approach. 
 
4.4 Producing Fairtrade and Trading Bananas 
Results from a longitudinal economic household survey of Fairtrade farmers 
administered in April 2011 and April 2012 with 53 participants, or approximately 5% of the 
banana farming population in St. Lucian suggest that farmers feel economically vulnerable. 
71% of participants reported not getting enough income from selling bananas to save money. 
However, despite the added costs and insufficient returns farmers are finding with Fairtrade 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
292 Li 2007: 25 
 
 
 148 
production, there is a widespread belief that it is the only option on the table if you want to 
sell bananas. As one farmer told me, “We in St. Lucia, because of the small farms, the high 
cost of production, and inefficiencies we have in our system— the topography of the land and 
so on, if we do not sell Fairtrade bananas there's no way that the banana industry would 
survive.” Another man framed the problem in the context of globalized market demands 
explaining, “We grow Fairtrade [because] it is said it is a market demand, so there’s nothing 
we can do about it. I mean, we must adhere to the market because the market dictates what it 
wants.  It is a market driven commodity. So we can’t go against what the market requires.” 
These farmers’ views about their limited market options are simultaneously shaped by 
engagement with the demands of Fairtrade and the pattern of exporters, and government 
controlling farmers’ access to the global market that has remained a fixture in the St. Lucian 
and wider Windward Island banana industry for over a century. The themes I identified in 
Chapter 2, forged in the early years of the banana industry, surrounding control through 
production practices, quality control, and overproduction are returned to here and in the 
following section. 
 
Allocation: Yours, Mine, and Theirs’…  
There is perhaps no topic more contentious and anger inducing among Fairtrade 
farmers in St. Lucia than product allocation. This is the result of the coalescence of two 
factors, one external and one internal. The external issue is that FLO has certified and 
expanded the Fairtrade banana market beyond the consumer capacity, growing their producer 
certified base larger than they have sales to support293. This means that at the local level, the 
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NFTO is responsible for telling each farmer how many boxes of bananas they are permitted 
to sell with each shipment. The internal issue is the practice in which the conflict of supply 
and demand created by FLO is remedied by the NFTO, who in turn must allocate who gets to 
sell, what they get to sell and most importantly, who does not get to sell. The process of 
allocation begins with a weekly ribbon harvesting system with colored ribbons assigned for 
every week in the calendar year. Next, NFTO field officers for each community group collect 
farmers’ estimates of production the week before they harvest those fruits and send them to 
the National office to be calculated and allocated. Finally, the day before harvesting the local 
Fairtrade group secretary will call the farmer with the product type and number of boxes they 
are allocated to sell. On a weekly or fortnightly (every two weeks) basis for most farmers, 
their assigned allocation is less than their harvest predictions. In some cases farmers report 
that they are able to sell less than half or two thirds of the fruit they produce. The reduced 
income is a problem, but so are the expenses involved in producing the fruit that then does 
not sell as this farmer explains: 
“There are occasions when we maybe had to, had um, the ability to do maybe a 
hundred and sixty boxes and sometimes we only got allocation for a hundred. Most of 
the time these bananas went to waste. There were times when they didn’t give us 
allocations and then a whole fortnight [of] bananas would just ripe on the tree and 
just go to waste and this is I mean, after you have placed a lot of effort and hard 
work. Um, may have put extra money to buy materials, to um, send your banana 
forward and the produce just go to waste on the tree nothing for that. No 
compensation, nothing.” 
 
As bad as a low allocation can be, some farmers complain about getting zero allocation from 
time to time as one Plas Hòtè woman lamented: 
“…at times I don’t even get allocation. They would say the amount of people they 
have to give, they cannot even give everybody and I find that is sad. But I mean, since 
you have a company that’s in charge to give people allocation because it’s the quality 
of the banana and I could say my banana was a very quality bananas. I don’t know 
why because we not getting enough allocation.” 
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If they are not assigned an allocation, farmers have no alternative market for their bananas, 
“Not everyone gets an allocation, and if they don’t give you an allocation you cannot sell fig 
[banana] because they won’t give you materials, even if you have materials and they don’t 
give you allocation you cannot sell.” 
Further compounding farmers’ frustration with the allocation is determining what kind of 
allocation they are assigned. Fairtrade is only one of several labeling mechanisms farmers 
participate in. The grocery chains in the United Kingdom where all of the St. Lucian bananas 
are sold each have different 
packaging and certification 
requirements and occasionally 
different price payments. This 
means that on top of a shortage in 
total bananas for allocation, being 
allocated one pack type versus 
another comes with unique 
requirements for packaging and 
occasionally different financial 
gains. Farmers must buy the 
packaging materials for each grocery chain, separate bags, boxes, styles of stickers and tape 
(Figures 4.6 and 4.7).  In St. Lucia there are six different special packs: products 53, 194, 
148, 297, 144, and 66. Product 53 is the code for general Fairtrade bananas and Product 144 
is general small or “baby” Fairtrade bananas. Products 66, 194, 148, and 297 each belong to 
individual British grocery chains such as Marks and Spencer and Waitrose. Most weeks 
Figure 4.6 Banana washing station, farmers requested that 
evidence of the anthropologist working in the shed that 
they captured on film be included in writing about the labor 
of banana packing. 
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farmers are allocated a blend of products 53 and 144, with which farmers are allocated the 
slightly more profitable “special packs” on a rotating basis (or staying fixed depending on 
how many “friends” one has). In addition to obvious inequality in returns from this system, 
there is a secondary cost for the farmers who are allocated special packs on a rotating basis. 
Packaging materials are costly, and grocery chains can change their requirements week in 
and week out, such as the new tape dispensers that Alfred was told he would need to buy 
(Figure 4.7). A typical farmer might receive an allocation for 40 boxes of Product 53 
(standard Fairtrade bananas), 10 boxes of 
Product 144 (small Fairtrade bananas) 
and 12 boxes of Product 66 (Grocery 
chain “X” Fairtrade bananas). In order to 
buy the supplies to meet Grocery Chain 
X’s packaging requirements, the farmer 
must buy them in bulk, with the 
minimum supplies coming in packs for 
packing 50 boxes. So they must pay the 
packing materials fee for 50 boxes, but 
only sell 12. If they refuse the allocation of the 12 boxes for Product 144, they will be 
penalized the following harvest for not meeting their full allocation, so they often end up 
selling at a loss. Furthermore, the Special Packs rotate around, so if you have Product 144 
this week, you may get Product 297 the next. Farmers complain that often by the time the 
product cycles back around, the packing materials have changed and they must purchase 
supplementary or all new materials. All of these allocation details result in high costs in labor 
Figure 4.7 Packing materials on banana harvest day 
 
 
 
 152 
and packing materials for the farmer. One Lawivyè Tounen woman who typically is assigned 
between forty and seventy boxes per week describes her dilemma as follows:  
Packing material [are big expenses]. The last time I did the forty boxes packing 
material came to 454 dollars (laughter) I couldn’t believe it. That’s a killer you know 
packing materials. That’s why I was not too happy with the “Field to Fork” umm 
audit because I have to be doing Mark and Spencer and the bags are particularly 
more expensive, most expensive bags you know. Well sometimes you get a dollar or 
two dollars [more] for box, well that doesn’t cover the cost of the material, and it 
does not. I’m not even sure whether there is a choice in doing Field to Fork or not. 
I’m not sure because Winfresh controls everything and they say this is what we do. If 
they say not to do it, you cannot say ‘well, I’m giving them to do special pack and 
there’s no where you can go’, you cannot fight them. You just have to take what they 
give you, that’s how it is. 
 
This allocation system in place in St. Lucia is one facet of the Fairtrade model that the vast 
majority of farmers report dissatisfaction with and problems with konplo, bòbòl and nawen 
ek pawen294 (conspiracy, corruption/fraud, nepotism) and most commonly “friends.” As one 
farmer explained in answer to why some farmers receive better allocation than others, “oh 
yeah, I don’t know they have their friends, all these people have friends, I tell you for true eh-
eh—”.295 When I asked Robert, a Plas Hòtè farmer who had recently taken on a second job to 
float his farm in hopes of holding on until the banana industry improved, why he was not 
getting allocated enough “special packs” to make a profit, he situated “friends” problems 
within a broader culture of St. Lucia. When Robert described the following two scenarios of 
friends to me, his inflection on the word “friends” was derogatory, except for when he talks 
about his farmer friend, who is an actual friend. “One thing you have to understand, in St. 
Lucia, a lot of things happen because of friends, you know? They will be quick to give their 
friends most of the special packs. But you, is the remainder they will give you. Believe me, I 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
294 nawen ek pawen are more directly translated as “godmother and godfather” but the meaning is 
nepotism, not the relationship more commonly associated with those terms 
295 ‘eh-eh’ is a local exclamation or expression of disbelief, excitement, or reply.  
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have my friends there too! Sometimes, if they give me, let’s say, they have the kids special 
pack, I will have an extra 5 boxes, now I will call my friend and maybe she is short, so the 
reason why she will sell it, so the five extras will cover her, and she pass it to me.” This 
response is that of farmers trying to help one another out in a system they see as unfair and 
pejorative. Robert’s friend would be penalized with a smaller allocation the following week 
if she did not make her box count, and he is not getting to sell enough. He goes on to describe 
a different scenario, the other kind of “friends” that you pay “anba tab” (under the table):  
It do happens, because you give somebody a cut, they will sell it for you. I know it 
does happen. An inside friend, the person that is on the computer is their friend, the 
person to give the allocation is their friend, just a phone call away. At the end of the 
day, when you get your money, you have to pass a little thing, because if you don’t do 
that, next time they won’t help you.  
 
Another Plas Hòtè farmer was more illustrative of the specific kinds of exchanges 
that take place and why he does not participate: 
Yeah, well, I don’t know, why, I don’t know why they give, sometimes some friends, 
yeah, because they have sometimes they have people they giving [asking for] a 120 
[boxes] and they[NFTO] just giving them the whole allocation. So one day I tell them 
[asked] ‘Why the people cutting banana every week or every fortnight and they 
getting all their allocation and [other] people that selling 60 boxes, you just giving 
them 20 boxes?’ So, I don’t know but when you see things like that happening they 
have something passing [bribes]. I myself cannot do that because what they giving 
me when I buy my expense, I don’t have nothing. These people when they get pay, 
they tell them let’s buy a drink, 200 dollars and so on, but I say me, myself— I not 
doing that. Because all their bananas they giving them allocation for it, so I cannot 
do that, yeah so it’s a big problem everywhere you pass [all Fairtrade groups] is a 
big problem. 
 
Moreover, farmers who perceive favoritism or feel that they are being dealt with unfairly are 
reluctant about going to their group leadership for help. One farmer even suggested that if 
you do complain, you may loose your allocation altogether. “James and the others 
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[leadership in the group] control the allocation so you cannot expect to speak out on them 
and get an allocation on the Monday…”  
The allocation system as practiced in St. Lucia is not only layering on top of existing 
differences among banana producers in terms of financial and production capacity; it is 
perpetuating and exacerbating inequality through systematic asymmetrical distribution of 
resources in the form of sales opportunity, production costs, and social capital. Farmers, 
supposed to be equals in their Fairtrade groups, are not given equal or even scaled sales 
opportunities and the process of allocation is far from transparent. Instead, those who are able 
to afford bribes or assert influence through social relationships with NFTO employees 
repeatedly gain more sales opportunities and subsequently increase their ability to manipulate 
the system increasing the inequity between Fairtrade banana producers within community 
based groups and nationwide. Finally, the underpinnings of St. Lucian farmers and their 
sense-making of their involvement with Fairtrade as an organization and relationships with 
other farmers are affected by the allocation system’s dysfunction and abuses. A young farmer 
from Lawivyè Tounen summarized the outcome of the situation quite succinctly when he 
told me, “What I have to say is this: The business of working hard, producing your fig and 
you cannot find a way to sell it because of the system of allocation put up by Fairtrade is not 
good at all.” 
 
Zombies vs. Aliens: Labor and exploitation in St. Lucia  
Growing and harvesting is a labor-intensive process to begin with and to meet 
Fairtrade’s packaging and harvesting requirements adds costly steps. In terms of meeting 
labor needs farmers employ a diversity of strategies: The majority of farmers make do on 
 
 
 155 
their own during the week with 45% of farmers reporting exchanging labor with other 
farmers to reduce the amount of hired labor on their farms from time to time. Of those who 
do hire laborers on regular days, the average number reported is 1.75. In contrast, farmers are 
hiring 4.5 laborers to help on harvest days with as few as 3 and as many as 7 reported. Just 
under 20% use free labor from family members and another 20% pay family members, 
including spouses or partners, to work for them on harvest day. Most interesting is that 66% 
of farmers report using no family labor, paid or unpaid, for harvesting at all, a trend noted, 
but not quantified by Moberg in the early 2000s.296 On harvest day the labor needed is not 
reduced whether you are packing 40 boxes or 80 boxes, the roles that people fill are the 
same—at minimum you need the following workers to harvest:  
§ 1 selector, someone who selects which bananas are ready for harvest and cuts them 
down 
 
§ 1 carrier, a person who collects the cut bunches and carries them to the packing shed 
via heavy trays piled high on their heads  
 
§ 1-2 washers, people who clean the bananas from any dirt, insects, or plant materials 
and cull any fruit with blemishes, bruising etc.  Washers also separate bunches into 
the Product specific bunch sizes (the acceptable number of fruits that can be 
connected) and dip them in a chemical to prevent the stems from developing Crown 
Rot during shipping. 
 
§ 1 packer, a person who takes the cleaned, dry bunches of bananas bags, tapes and 
boxes them. Each box must contain a specific number of bunches and must weigh 42 
pounds. 
 
Tradition and cultural expectations of work also dictate that workers must be hired for a full 
day’s work and provided with a hot lunch, meaning that someone is also needed to cook 
lunch, which takes much of the morning. Some farmers will have a friend or family member 
cook the lunch at home and deliver it to the farm, but most farmers opt to prepare the lunch 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
296 Moberg 2008:43 
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under the banana shed. Lunches for harvest days are high in calories. Farmers prepare either 
a bullion stew or a traditional chicken or fish plate consisting of rice, lentils, ground 
provisions (boiled root and tubers, green banana, plantains, and yams), dumplings, brown 
sauce, raw cabbage and freshly fried “bakes” (hot fried dough balls). This dense meal is as 
delicious or bland as each given cook sees fit, but there is little variation beyond the protein, 
which can be chicken, fish, or occasionally pork.  
 All of this is to say that labor is an important and negotiated position on the farm. As Ruben 
a Lawivyè Tounen farmer expresses:  
Well this is the only problem we have, cause the boxes is expensive, the bags and the 
workers, the one that harvesting $60 the one that packing $60, the one that selecting 
$50, the two that carrying, $50, $50… During the week $40 a day, When she there 
[points to his girlfriend], she helping because we are together. Cause the same 
workers I have [are also] working with her. I’m the one cooking for them, no, no she 
helping me I helping her, one is my outside girlfriend and one is my special boxers, 
one of the boys is my family, and the two others just my worker, none of them not 
living with me.  
 
Ruben’s account highlights the varied strategies he uses to meet his labor needs; he provides 
lunches, exchanges his labor, and u uses familial (paid and unpaid) and non-familial workers.  
Farmers have major problems finding reliable laborers, and laborers complain that 
farmers no longer provide steady work and often try to cut back on things like lunch and find 
cheaper workers. Consequently, labor is a huge issue for Fairtrade banana farmers and the 
allocation problem means that money to pay workers is nearly always tight, so they are 
always looking for solutions to access reliable and affordable workers. The strategies for how 
to achieve affordable labor among farmers vary, but they ultimately contribute to further 
inequity within the system of farming and a greater feeling of insecurity for farmers about 
their livelihood. 
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Claudette and I are propped against her pickup truck chatting— it’s early but the 
morning mist is already burning off the banana plants as the sun rises. As usual our 
conversation turns to labor— the trouble in finding reliable workers and more importantly 
how difficult it is to pay workers on her Fairtrade income and still make a profit. Claudette 
vents, “How can we compete [in the Fairtrade market] like this?”  She gestures 
noncommittally across the farm and leans in toward me conspiratorially, “I think I’ve found a 
solution, I’m going to get some Haitians.” By this Claudette is talking about outsourcing 
labor on her farm. She goes on to explain how she has decided to import migrant workers 
from Haiti, to live and work on her farm. She explains that she can pay them less than local 
workers and that they will be grateful because it is more than they can get in Haiti.  
Claudette situates her solution as part of the legacy of inter-Caribbean labor 
migration, both formal and informal, of which St. Lucians have long been a part. Although 
historically St. Lucians were on the migrating end of these labor exchanges as “undesirable 
aliens”297 who for over a century, traveled to nearby islands such as Martinique and Cuba or 
far beyond to South, Central and North America and Britain to work as laborers and send 
remittances home to St. Lucia.298 Claudette sees St. Lucia as moving into a different position 
among the Caribbean nations and her farming opportunity with the Fairtrade niche market as 
one that she can leverage to make a profit if only she can reduce her labor costs. Though not 
the only person who mentioned this solution to me, Claudette’s solution is more extreme than 
many of her fellow farmers.  
Some Fairtrade farmers in St. Lucia take a slightly different approach, instead 
sourcing labor from the more vulnerable right at home in St. Lucia. These farmers solicit 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
297 McLeod, 1998  
298 Mantz 2007; Mantz 2003; Slocum 2006; McLeod, 1998; 
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labor from those addicted to illegal drugs, locally called “Zombies”.299 Farmers will drive 
their van past known hangouts and pick up the Zombies in the early morning. They begin the 
arrangement by paying their laborers so they can go and buy something before they start 
work. Next the farmer will administer small payments one or two more times during the day 
to allow them to maintain a functional high of cocaine,300 simply paying out another 5.00— 
15.00 EC when their fix begins to wear off. One farmer told me that a bonus of using 
Zombies is that they generally do not want any lunch, making his day easier and saving him 
the trouble of cooking. Though not widespread, the use of Zombies on the farm was 
prevalent enough that I asked about it as a practice in my formal interviews. Combining these 
responses with observed behavior during participant observation, I estimate that between 10 
and 20% of farmers have at some point employed Zombies on their farm. As one farmer 
justified when I inquired why he or she used Zombies on his/her farm, “Zombies too are 
humans who need work, and farmers need cheap labor.”  
Umm… well, you regard them as human beings, not a Zombie. Yea sometimes, most 
of the time, they are the first persons you’re going to get. If wasn’t for the Zombies or what 
you call them, they will be no workers. They’re the most reliable persons, most of the time, 
they’ll be the last person to leave the farm, the clean workers don’t work on the farm under 
the bananas, they don’t want to stain their hands, their fingers. I don’t know if you really 
understand what I’m saying, so the persons we regard as Zombies are the most efficient 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
299 In St. Lucia Zombies are interchangeably called “Jumbies”, which may be a variant on “Junkies” 
but for the sake of simplicity, I will only refer to them as Zombies here.  
300 This is more prevalent in some parts of St. Lucia than others, and I cannot confirm that the drug 
used was cocaine, but of the illegal drugs abused locally (marijuana, cocaine, crack, heroine, and 
methadone), cocaine is the most likely to produce a “functional high.” 
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persons in the banana industry. They may be called Zombies, but some of them are very tidy 
also. 
 Although this farmer sees employment of Zombies as a good farming and perhaps 
ethical decision, most farmers decline to use them because they see the relationship as a risky 
one. More common responses to my Zombie question follow this Lawivyè Tounen farmer’s 
caution, “I would be in trouble because you’ll be exposing that person [a Zombie] to 
everything that you have on your farm, so after the day’s work he can come and rip or 
[steal]. I already have a problem with Zombies, they come, they pick, they rip, they harvest 
the thing, that’s why I will not employ a known zombie to work on the farm.” Another woman 
told me, “I don't like the policy of the Zombie. Well, they tend to use drugs and they take your 
stuff too.” Thus, the fear that Zombies will steal supplies or sometimes harvest and sell high 
commodity produce such as a papaya that farmers grow hidden deep under the banana to sell 
at the local market are what prevents many farmers from hiring them.  
While most St. Lucian farmers are not exploiting their laborers through importing 
Haitians or stringing out Zombies, nearly all farmers have an economic incentive to lower 
their labor costs leaving hiring, affording, and retaining labor as a serious issue for everyone. 
The high cost of banana production in St. Lucia due to topography, low acreage, and 
environmental conditions coupled with the high cost of meeting Fairtrade production, 
harvesting, and shipping standards, situates Lucian farmers in a situation where they find it 
necessary to cut labors costs anyway possible. Whether they call in favors from friends and 
family; cook up innovative labor sourcing strategies based on the precedent of migratory 
labor; or exploit local social inequities within their rural communities, farmers must leverage 
work for less pay if they hope to make any gains selling bananas. These realities and my 
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conversation with Claudette raises an important question: What are the implications for 
fighting asymmetrical trade relations and exploitative practices if succeeding as a Fairtrade 
farmer includes sourcing less-expensive labor by exploitative means? 
 
4.4 The Precarious Practice of Fairtrade  
Observing the organizational structure of Fairtrade groups, the process of auditing 
and compliance with Fairtrade certification standards, and listening to farmers’ stories and 
engagement in their “partnership” with Fairtrade leads me to conclude that the practice and 
impacts of contemporary Fairtrade are not achieving FLO’s aims as detailed in Chapter 3.  
Farmers increasingly express frustration, apathy and a sense of loss about their engagement 
with Fairtrade and the future of the banana industry. As one longtime banana industry 
professional leveled in his critique of Fairtrade, the industry is loosing its unique geosocial 
identity in a process of homogenization with Fairtrade production:  
Professional: “We marketed it [bananas] as Windward’s Bananas, it didn’t have the 
Fairtrade label or anything so we had our identity as Windward’s, but now it’s all 
lost in the Fairtrade so you don’t have that niche, that little um, point of difference 
anymore.”  
 
Me: “What do you think of that switch?”   
Professional: “ Uh, well, I think it was destructive in a way, because we do have 
people who see Windward’s as ethical, who see, who think that they indebted to buy 
Windward’s bananas because of the history, the colonial history, but now all that 
makes us is lost in the Fairtrade, Fairtrade is, Fairtrade is good, but then we lost our 
identity as Windward’s.” 
 
Reiterating the feeling that something has been lost, a younger farmer from Plas Hòtè 
summarizes his feelings about Fairtrade through an eerie metaphor, “Looking at Fairtrade its 
like a bus going up a hill and as they was about to clear the hill, it coming out backward 
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now, now it’s on the way back down, it may fall into a precipice, crash. I have my safety belt 
already.” 
In the three domains examined in this chapter, the entangled relations between local 
social networks and power dynamics perpetuate and at times increase inequality, while the 
introduction of new resources and opportunities into an existing system of inequality all 
illustrate ways in which the Fairtrade development is failing at the local level. These factors 
are overlapping and the nature of their importance shifts between different scenarios. While 
many St. Lucian farmers situate the failure of Fairtrade upon local actors’ power grabs and 
decisions, I argue that FLO’s Fairtrade model, one which is intended to promote equality and 
social justice to smallholder producers, is not only ineffectual at achieving these goals, but 
actually promotes local inequality. It does so by assuming that “everyone is able to exercise 
their talents and receive due remuneration for their labor, so that they have the wherewithal 
to obtain what they need  For a model targeting populations of producers with complex and 
deeply rooted histories of exploitation, corruption and extractive economies premised on 
colonialism and neoliberal trade agreements, such an assumption is a gross failure on the part 
of FLO to recognize serious and important heterogeneity among producer populations. The 
result is an unsustainable system ripe for exploitation and corruption of things like Fairtrade 
Premiums and product allocation. Without delivering livable product payments FLO is 
creating conditions where producers are seeking out ways to maximize their sales at the 
expense of fellow producers and laborers, and even joining in the global trend of outsourcing 
labor from populations more vulnerable than themselves. With the trappings of the 
contemporary Fairtrade model of alternative trade and development as their best option for 
maintaining access to the global agricultural market, is it any surprise that St. Lucian farmers 
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are fighting inequality in the global market and local hierarchies through work, creativity, 
and in some instances exploitation?  
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CHAPTER 5: WHEN DISASTER IS NOT YOUR PROBLEM:  
THE LIMITATIONS OF FAIRTRADE IN THE AGE OF CLIMATE CHANGE  
 
 
At month eight, Black Sigatoka disease infects the ripening 
 bananas. The leaves begin to streak and wither yellow and brown  
eventually dying and damaging fruits just before harvest 
 
For the stone of this island to be bombed 
by all this wind & all this.   all this.  water 
O longshore late light duppy Kingston nights 
wood 
has become so useless.   stripped.   wet. 
fragile.   broken.   totally uninhabitable 
with what we must still build 
 
Kamau Brathwaite, Shar = Hurricanem Poem301 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
301 Brathwiate 1990:2 
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“When I first came, when I saw my farm, I just have to laugh. I said I would not 
continue in bananas…” Andrew, a Fairtrade banana farmer, confided to me. Just weeks 
earlier a hurricane had destroyed his farm and reduced the export banana industry in St. 
Lucia to soggy fields of drowned banana plants and piles of trash, organic debris and exposed 
soil. As I scanned the devastation on Andrew’s farm, I had to agree. The work seemed 
insurmountable:  most banana plants had either been torn away from the hillside or buried by 
two massive landslides, and replanting was difficult to imagine. Yet by January, Andrew was 
rehabilitating his farm.  Nine months after the passing of Hurricane Tomas he was again 
exporting Fairtrade bananas to the UK market.  
Most banana farmers were not so fortunate. in fact, only 25% of farmers had 
recuperated enough to recommence exports by that point and today fewer than half of all 
farmers have successfully returned to the industry. Just after Andrew began to sell his 
bananas again, an epidemic of the banana disease Black Sigatoka struck, laying a new 
challenge at the feet of the already struggling banana industry. The broad disparities in the 
experiences of Fairtrade farmers as they navigated life in the post-disaster landscape 
following the destruction of Hurricane Tomas and the devastation of Black Sigatoka cannot 
be explained by different  impacts from the disasters alone. The disparities in farmers’ 
experiences are rooted in the underlying relations of vulnerability and enduring inequality 
that farmers navigated after the disaster, not caused by the disaster  
Disasters have been theorized as being a “revealer” of a moment in time in which 
“the varied dominions of biology, economy and social practice appear”.302 In many respects 
the consecutive disasters that transpired in St. Lucia revealed that clearly. To me, an outsider.  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
302 Hoffman, 1999:310 
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Through my research, Hurricane Tomas and Black Sigatoka mediated the stories, themes, 
and meaning I assigned to the events that I participated in and observed. These two disasters 
revealed many of the ongoing dynamics within the banana industry, which I recount in 
Chapter 4, and they opened up spaces where I could glimpse and analyze the dysfunction, 
power, and complexity of Fairtrade banana production in St. Lucia today. For me, these 
disasters were the lens with which the political ecology of banana production came into 
focus. However, I cannot claim this perspective or experience as one that I shared with the 
farmers of Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen. Of course both Tomas and Black Sigatoka 
effected farmers emotionally, materially, socially, and environmentally, but these disasters 
play only a minor role in how farmers made sense of their lives, livelihoods and problems.  
Farmers do not frame their issues as the perils of a storm, nor the ravages of a killer 
fungus, instead they understand these hazards as a conditional aspect of the socioecology of 
banana production in the Caribbean. Consequently, farmers discuss and identify people in 
their communities, their Fairtrade groups, and their role in the global agricultural market as 
problematic.  These relationships are what they hope to change as they modify interactions 
with their environment, farms, and Fairtrade. St. Lucian farmers do not hold a common 
vision for farming, the banana industry, or their futures. Yet they share a common view that 
life as a banana farmer at this time is a risky business where one has to negotiate an 
entanglement of social powers, disasters and shifting relations among people, place, and 
plants. This chapter examines how farmers position and reposition themselves through 
complex adaptive processes to landscapes transformed by disasters and shifting conditions 
within the banana industry. I argue that ultimately these disasters have acted as disruptors 
initiating shifts in land-use and social interactions among farmers and the banana industry in 
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the vein of adaptation. Furthermore, the complexities of these ever shifting strategies and 
conditions render the flawed model of contemporary Fairtrade ineffective in its fixed 
assumptions and practices. I substantiate this argument first by contextualizing the 
materiality of Hurricane Tomas and Black Sigatoka as disasters, and then reframing the crisis 
as an ongoing theme and the disasters as emergent parts of complex sociological processes 
through the perspectives and adaptive responses of Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen farmers.  
 
5.1 Through the Lens of Crisis: Situating the materiality of disasters 
Hurricane Tomas 
When Hurricane Tomas made landfall the St. Lucian banana industry was already struggling 
with ongoing social, environmental and economic issues from a variety of actors. Farmers’ 
trust and the institutional agency of the Fairtrade groups and NFTO were tenuous, in 
disarray; the organization and operations of Fairtrade were suffering from corruption and 
cooptation by individuals with long-time banana industry power. Compounding the trust 
issues in the industry were tensions surrounding Fairtrade audits and certification, used as 
tools of power by some auditors. Leading many farmers to view the audit process as a means 
to an end, a set of circumstances in which to perform for rather than viewing them as 
production standards to follow. Farmers were also in an increasingly precarious position 
financially. In addition to labor issues and allocation woes, 2009 brought a 300% increase in 
the cost of fertilizers and agricultural inputs triggered by the global recession. Consequently, 
the cost of production had increased significantly, but the price of bananas had remained the 
same. Environmental conditions were also unfavorable; from mid-2009 through the first 
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quarter of 2010 much of the Caribbean including St. Lucia, suffered an intense drought.303 St. 
Lucia received only 40% of the typical recorded rainfall for a 5-month period304 including the 
latter half of the rainy season. The drought led to severe water shortages and had serious 
impacts on the agricultural sector leading many banana farmers to cut down their dying crops 
and replant, forgoing harvests and income for 6 months or more. The strength and impact of 
the hurricane compounded and intensified these ongoing problems for more than a year 
following its landfall. 
 On October 30, 2010, Hurricane Tomas arrived very suddenly in St. Lucia. Everyone 
was preoccupied with preparations for Jounen Kwèyòl, the national heritage holiday, and 
Tomas’ formation took the country by surprise. It devastated St. Lucia, and neighboring St. 
Vincent and the Grenadines to the south. There had been no hurricane watch, no advanced 
warnings. The storm developed quite suddenly almost out of thin air, a few hundred miles to 
the east over the Atlantic Ocean.  The National Hurricane Center named the system a tropical 
storm only 12 hours before it arrived in St. Lucia, predicting that Tomas “was expected to 
attain hurricane status within 36-48 hours”.305 
Three hours after issuing that forecast, Tomas was a full-blown hurricane, though 
only category one. As it made landfall Tomas battered the island of St. Lucia, only 6 miles 
wide and 12 miles long, with an eye nearly 46 miles wide and spanning nearly 200 miles for 
almost 2 days. Moving at the snails’ pace of 7-8mph, 30-40% slower than most tracked 
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storms at that latitude306 which allowed the rain bands, or “tail” of the hurricane, Tomas 
repeatedly made landfall delivering between 668.0 and 533.3 millimeters of rain at different 
points across the island (Figure 5.1) with sustained winds up to 89mph and gusts up to 
98mph307. 
 Hurricanes and tropical storms are expected with some frequency in the Windward 
Islands. They are a part of life in the eastern Caribbean. However, Tomas' impact was unique 
and widespread due to the pervasive landslides and flooding that occurred in response to this 
extreme hydrological event. Exacerbated by the effects from the serious drought earlier in 
2010 which had left the soils dried out at a deeper than usual level thereby preventing the 
earth from absorbing as much of the water as would have otherwise happened.  
 
Figure 5.1 Drought and Hurricane through monthly rainfall in St. Lucia308  	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The St. Lucia Meteorological Service reports the record rainfall from Tomas as the largest in 
recorded history, nearly doubling that of the previous record holder, Tropical Storm Debby 
(249.7 mm) in 1994. A UN Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean 
(ECLAC) assessment was completed from November 17-24 2010 at which point specialists 
determined that the combination of severe drought followed by exceptional rainfall from 
Tomas was an extreme and unlikely event of which “the likelihood of a drought to be 
followed by a storm event of this magnitude is even more unusual, probably with a return 
period of over 1000 years.”309 A farmer from Lawivyè Tounen described watching the 
rainfall all-night-long, “The rain,” he said, “was running off the land like it a roof. I watched 
from my front door all night, going up and down [the water levels] 3-feet, 4-feet. The soil 
could take no more. When the rivers burst, everything, everything mash up!” 
Tomas decimated the banana industry with 100% of all crops destroyed, the most 
comprehensive damage ever recorded by the St. Lucian Banana Production Management 
Unit.310 The entire island emerged from the hurricane to find trash and sediment, some of the 
earliest identifiable features of the impact, in all the unexpected places and in very 
unexpected quantities. The physical disturbance to farms included severe flooding, 
sedimentation, countless landslides (some covering miles of hillside at a time), debris 
deposition and destruction of farm and household buildings. Tomas wrought remarkable and 
instantaneous changes to the land. Trash, organic debris, and soil were redistributed 
everywhere across the island: mounds of earth piled high across roads, on homes and farms; 
acres of steeply sloped banana farms had been “reallocated” by landslides to the downhill 	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portion of the slope; mountains of trash buried acres of farmland. The banana industry was 
immediately crippled, putting all of the country’s farmers out of commission for at least 7 
months. For many recovery would take much longer, if it came at all. 
This new reality of muck, trash and soil everywhere and the world dyed slightly 
sienna red from the fine sediments of clay depositions, made caring about erosion control or 
pollution a difficult argument to make and no one tried. However, this was exactly the 
moment to make such an argument. Community awareness about the levels of human trash 
blocking grates and drainage systems was acute. Farmers were able to see differences among 
neighbors’ farms, those  that used grass buffer zones and those that had used hardwood tree 
buffer zones. For the agricultural sector there was a severe need to address the ravished soils 
and land left in the wake of Tomas.   
To summarize, at the point that Tomas made landfall, banana farmers were broke and 
frustrated, having spent much of 2010 treading water through the drought and high 
production costs with limited sales of bananas. By October of 2010, most farmers were 
beginning or about to begin harvesting bananas again from the replanting they completed in 
March and April of that year. However the frustration had yet to abate. While attending the 
October meeting for the Plas Hòtè Fairtrade group just a week before the hurricane, a farmer 
who remembered me from prior visits, quipped to me across the room in his booming voice, 
“I hope you have not returned to us to bury the banana industry” in recognition of the 
farmers’ situation. His words haunted me throughout my time in St. Lucia as things 
continued to get worse and the farmers and I constantly wondered why anyone in St. Lucia 
continued trying to sell bananas at all.  
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Black Sigatoka 
In the months following Tomas life was extremely difficult for most farmers. Some 
left the industry, others lost their farms and homes, and absolutely everyone suffered to 
varying degrees. Exceeding all predictions, by May 2011 about 50% of St. Lucian farmers 
had replanted bananas once again after Hurricane Tomas and 25% were actually exporting 
again but the worst was yet to come.  
Black Sigatoka disease was first identified and studied in the Sigatoka Valley in Fiji 
in the 1960’s.311 It has since spread to more than 80% of banana producing regions in the 
world. Black Sigatoka was identified in St. Lucia in early 2010 but had been confined to a 
remote and quarantined part of the island. Black Sigatoka thrives on moisture and heat, 
making post-Tomas conditions perfect for the proliferation of the disease island wide in St. 
Lucia’s banana industry.   By May 2011, Black Sigatoka was a full-scale epidemic.  
The banana is an herbaceous plant with a pseudo stem and nearly all edible varieties 
of the banana are linked to the diploid312 species Musa acuminata and Musa balbisiana.313 
Despite hundreds of banana cultivars in existence, the Cavendish subgroup, a triploid hybrid 
cultivar of M. acuminate, are the dominant fruit used for commercial export production. 
There are more than 30 Cavendish cultivars and those grown in St. Lucia include the Valery, 
Williams, Giant Cavendish and Dwarf Cavendish. “Although seldom recognized as such in 
the developed world, banana is one of the world's most important fruits.”314 The prolific 
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production of the Cavendish cultivars around the world for both domestic consumption and 
export, position the banana as highly susceptible to pests and diseases.  
Technically speaking, Black Sigatoka is a disease caused by the fungus 
Mycosphaerella fijiensis, which propagates by releasing spores into the air to disperse on the 
breeze and through the movement of infected soil on the boots of farmers, truck tires and 
birds that move from farm to farm. Once infected by the fungus, banana plants develop the 
disease Black Sigatoka that attacks the leaves of the plant reducing photosynthesis, reducing 
total yields and fruit size, and when badly infected, inducing early ripening in fruits.315 The 
relationships between bananas, Black Sigatoka disease and M. fijiensis has been “classified 
as high risk since the pathogen had a short generation time, sporulated abundantly, and had a 
sexual cycle that facilitated the development of resistance.”316 Tomas had caused such severe 
landslides, floods and soil deposition that months later, when the sunny dry season arrived, 
the soils were still waterlogged, creating the perfect high moisture and high heat conditions 
for M. fijiensis to flourish. The disease followed quickly. Within the space of two months the 
island nation was immersed in a plague of Black Sigatoka. By May 2011, the disease was a 
full-scale epidemic transforming the landscape of banana farms from green canopies 
representing farmers’ hope for recovery to yellowing and blackened leaves on dying farms. 
Farmers were beleaguered, strapped for cash and unprepared to weather yet another crises. 
As one farmer described discovering the disease on his farm, “It look like stuff from the stem 
of the leaf, instead of like the end the, you see the other end, yea, it coming all black, I think 
that’s why they call it Black Sigatoka, because it’s a killer disease[ laughter]… It spread by, 
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If I go next to a tree with Black Sigatoka and then probably the pollen or the dust [spores] 
and it get on my clothing and I jump to your field, it’s dropped around…” 
Black Sigatoka is now a widespread problem having been identified in 80% of the 
world’s banana producing regions317 and while it can be controlled via approximately fifty 
expensive, labor-intensive chemical applications per year,318, 319 once infected it is impossible 
to eradicate.  The effects of the disease can be devastating in terms of production and 
expense, reducing yields of infected plants from 20-90% and if left untreated, it can vanquish 
a farm in a fortnight.320 However, when managed, the fungus does not kill the host plant and 
it is still possible to harvest fruit from an infected plant. The danger lies in the intensity and 
expense of treatment, and whether the margin of reduced yield and increased production 
expenses are economically feasible. Further complicating matters, the fungus reproduces 
quickly, and within a few years of treatment, it often becomes resistant to the fungicide used 
to treat it.321 The manner in which Black Sigatoka spores spread necessitates combating the 
fungal plague through coordination among agricultural communities on a regional or even 
national scale in infected areas. In St. Lucia, efforts to tackle the fungus failed miserably as 
this new slow-onset disaster encountered serious discord within the Fairtrade banana 
industry: the vulnerability of taxed soils and environment from centuries of extractive 
monocropping first with sugar and then bananas, and the deeply rooted sociopolitical forces 
at play within the banana industry. To successfully combat Black Sigatoka would take 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
317 D’Hont et al. 2012 
318 D’Hont et al. 2012 
319 Moreira and Gomes actually report fungicide regimes as frequent as 70 sprays per annum, or 1.3 
times per week in Central America Moreira and Gomes 2012:218 
320 Moreira and Gomes 2012; Bennet and Ameson 2003; Marín et al. 2003 
321 Beckerman et al 2014; Moreira and Gomes 2012; Ploetz 2007; Brent and Hollomon 1998 
  
 174 
precision coordination, money, and a well-organized and committed population. In the 
summer of 2011, St. Lucian banana farmers had none of these elements in their favor.  
 
5.2 Theorizing Disaster: Learning moments in the lucidity of crisis 
It was a scary and emotionally laden experience to be present for the power of 
Hurricane Tomas and to document the stories, impacts and struggles of banana farmers 
during the battle with Black Sigatoka that followed. However, from a research perspective, it 
also presented a unique opportunity: an uncommon “triplicate of time and change 
perspectives”322 in disaster research where one is positioned to consider and document life 
prior to the disaster, be present for the actual disaster and then follow the outcomes, 
rehabilitation, and reorganization of life for an extended period post-disaster. In St. Lucia this 
triplicate position allowed me to move from reacting to the disasters, to documenting them, 
to eventually thinking through the disasters by rethinking the causes, consequences, and 
layered entanglements that I was observing.  
In the nascent, but rapidly growing disaster literature, three points are particularly 
relevant for thinking about disaster and post-disaster experience in St. Lucia. The first is the 
simple differentiation between disasters and hazards. It is important to delineate that not all 
hazards result in disaster and when they do, disasters affect people disproportionately. 
Hazards are an event, natural (tornadoes, hurricanes, tsunamis) or anthropogenic (oil spills, 
chemical leaks, nuclear meltdowns), that can occur with either sudden or slow onset323 and 
disasters are determined by what can and often does happen afterward.324This difference 
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helps to explain why most earthquakes in Los Angeles, United States or Christchurch, New 
Zealand can be reported as something that “rattled people on their morning commute,” while 
in Haiti and the Philippines the report is of massive destruction suffered from earthquakes of 
similar magnitudes. Although hazards are going to happen, when the affects of hazards result 
in disasters, the issue is a social one. Essentially “disaster is a social process that is created 
largely by the interaction between natural events and the social conditions of human 
organization.”325 This difference is an important one, because hazards impact people 
differently dependent on their existing vulnerabilities, social networks and access to 
resources.326 This differentiation helps us understand how and why important social, 
biological and economic factors are often revealed in the midst of disaster.327 
The second point is concerned with the sociocultural, individual, and organizational 
processes of a structural or deeply hidden nature that can be revealed in and after disaster.328 
From an anthropological perspective, the moments, days and months that follow a disaster 
can function as a period of lucidity, when deeply embedded cultural processes, 
vulnerabilities, and structural inequalities are suddenly observable in new ways.329 This 
differentiation helps us understand how and why important social, biological, and economic 
factors can often be revealed in the midst of disaster.330 If we take vulnerability to mean a 
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lack of resources and control or power over outcomes in people’s lives,331 then it is clear that 
a catastrophic event has the potential to magnify the vulnerability of daily lives into 
something more visible. Finally, it is important to remember that even within local 
communities, vulnerability is varied,332 and the diversity of experiences can shape the types 
of response and impacts of the disaster.  
The third point involves ongoing debates regarding whether or not lasting social 
changes occur post-disaster and at what scale such changes may occur (whether or not 
disasters are moments that can cause lasting changes in human environment relations is less 
discussed in the literature, but equally of consequence). Some suggest that the key points to 
be studied are not about what is, or is not revealed, but instead in whether or not lasting 
social changes occurs post-disaster and at what scale they may occur.333 There is 
considerable disagreement about the time scale that can be used to indicate lasting social 
change. While some studies have focused on changes in the immediacy of crisis and direct 
impact assessments, long-term analysis of disaster prone regions or decades-long ongoing 
research with post-disaster communities indicate that while disasters may indeed alter 
societies, lasting changes can be lost with time.334  
Inherent to theorizing disasters is a tension between understanding the experience of 
crisis— focusing in on the urgency of the moment and contextualizing the crisis within a 
larger framework. Author Zadie Smith hints at this tension in a recent op-ed piece reflecting 
on climate change and disaster. She cautions, “Meanwhile, in Jamaica, where Sandy first 	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made landfall, the ever more frequent tropical depressions, storms, hurricanes, droughts, and 
landslides do not fall, for Jamaicans, in the category of ontological argument”.335 Her point, 
the experience of disasters may not in fact fit within a theoretical discourse of the disasters 
themselves, is well placed. Instead of “disaster porn,” theorizing disaster can vacillate to the 
overly removed and sanitized analyses that gloss over lived human experience and the 
immediacy of crisis in theoretical accounts of moments that for many are deeply personal 
events.  
However, I submit that the theorizing of disasters can avoid Smith’s problem while 
contributing productive and even more robust understandings when guided by the people 
effected. Once the immediacy of survival and reaction period of a disaster has passed, people 
can and do engage in theorizing and contextualizing their experiences while placing them 
within larger frames of meaning and reflection. Such practices of meaning-making are often 
spiritual or religious cosmologies about the origin and recovery from the disaster336 or 
socioecological place-making narratives such as in Mongolia where rural herding populations 
assess the phenomena of Dzud (a covariate risk of storm or deep freezes accompanied by 
livestock death) as a part of life in their environment. They only recognize weather as Dzud 
as a disaster if it impacts their own herd regardless of the climatic events or effects on the 
larger community.337 This follows Viverios de Castro’s concept of  “perspectivism” that what 
or however an event, meaning or object are defined, that definition is created and shifts in 
relation to something else.338 	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Therefore, attentive to the view that “discourses inform understandings of disaster 
and, therefore, also shape the ways in which cultures and societies adapt to these threats”,339 
the following sections work to present Hurricane Tomas and Black Sigatoka through the 
experiences, stories, and narratives of St. Lucian farmers. Integrating the three points I 
identified in the disaster literature, we can say that disasters are socioecological processes 
caused through interactions between human organization and the larger world. These disaster 
processes can create spaces that illuminate embedded and often structural vulnerabilities in 
existing socioecological relations. Finally, disasters create moments to consider if the ways in 
which people respond socially, economically, and environmentally to risk, vulnerability, and 
stress lead to short or long-term changes in meaning or practice. I use these points to help 
frame and organize my focus on farmers’ discourses and to think about the following 
questions: What is revealed in how farmers and the banana industry responded to Tomas and 
Black Sigatoka? What were and are the asymmetries in peoples’ experiences of the events 
and aftermath? How did farmers change their concepts, livelihood strategies or land use 
following these hazards? Through these narratives and the analysis that follows I present the 
answer to these questions. The narratives deal with the intersecting themes of people, place, 
and plants via ethnographic snapshots of farmers’ strategies for rehabilitating their farms and 
navigating the banana industry after Tomas and through the onset of Black Sigatoka.  
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5.3 People, Place, and Plants: Complex Adaptive Strategies  
Josephine and the Hurricane  
The timber and debris were piled higher than I could have imagined possible. Josephine and I 
had just spent the better part of an hour crossing her farm.  Though it had been a month since 
Hurricane Tomas had passed the soils were still hyper-saturated and sticky making the going 
slow. The unpaved road that runs through her farm and down to the river was filled 4’ deep 
with thick mud that captured evidence of heavy traffic: human feet, boots, tires, cows— each 
left their tracks behind in the deep mud 
(Figures 5.2 — 5.3).  
 The mud stole my boots twice as we 
traversed up and down across the farm 
surveying the damage. We both fell from 
time to time despite the relatively flat 
terrain. The border of Josephine’s farm 
formed by the Roseau River was difficult to 
reach in many spots because rivulets, trash 
and other debris blocked our way. In the 
locations that we could reach we found that the hurricane had caused serious erosion and 
washouts along the riverbank. The mahogany and mango tree riparian buffer zone that once 
stood here is completely gone. Josphine and I measured the waterline left behind by the 
floodwaters. The flooding was 17’ high.  The riverbank had receded between 18’ and 20’ 
feet, washing away her land, the entirety of the buffer zone, and the retaining wall installed 
by the government in 1973.  
Figure 5.2 Measuring sedimentation depths 
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As we walked across 
the farm Josephine and I 
shared our “hurricane stories.” 
For her the most memorable 
part was the stress of her 
missing daughter the first 
night. The minibus drivers that 
most people rely on for 
transport are private, not 
public, so most drivers headed 
home as the wind and rain picked up leaving thousands of people stranded in Castries. After 
getting released from her night class, Josephine’s teenaged daughter Dani had taken refuge in 
the public library. However, the city began to flood from the rising tide in the harbor and the 
rains running down the mountains that encircle the city. With her phone dead, she decided to 
get out and hitchhike home arriving in the early hours of Saturday morning.  Josephine’s 
relief at getting Dani home was so great that later when the neighbor’s house began to slide 
down the mountain and they had to evacuate their home, it seemed like a manageable thing.  
“Oh shit!” I exclaimed, immediately covering my mouth to check myself from saying 
any of the other choice words that were springing to my tongue. We had finally reached the 
eastern end of Josephine’s farm.  
“Yes, Cae, now, now you seeing it,” she replied quietly. The expanse of what I can 
only describe as a monstrous pile of timber and debris was difficult to process. The trees 
were piled up more than 20’ high in places as if an industrious beaver, heavily influenced by 
Figure 5.3 An unpaved road filled in by fallen trees and 4’ 
of mud    
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surrealism, had built his masterpiece on top of Josephine’s bananas. The pile covered 
approximately 1.5 acres of land (Appendix 1 for map of farm showing debris). The trees, 
stripped of their bark and already starting to bleach from laying in the sun, looked liked tree 
corpses piled high with trunks as wide as 3’ in diameter. They were most likely washed down 
the river from the landslides upstream that scoured the sides of the mountains that frame the 
sides of the Roseau Valley. As part of a nationwide river engineering project the channel of 
the Roseau had been straightened by a government project in the early 1970’s. The eastern 
end of Josephine’s farm was bordered by one of the few areas with a slight bend in the 
channel and the flood waters had back up the timber, trash, and assorted debris depositing it 
in middle of the banana field.  
“How can you clear it?” I asked Josephine.  “I don’t even know,” she responded 
shaking her head; the pile was too big to burn, there was no accessible route from the main 
road to truck the timber out and the ground was still too saturated for any equipment to plow 
a path. As we stood there facing zero feasible options, Josephine proclaimed, “It is a sign— 
God is showing us that he is the controller, he making us know.” Stunned into silence by the 
enormity of the situation and thinking of the hundred or more farms along this river alone, I 
nodded. After a few moments I offered her my camera, “Will you help me take pictures?” I 
asked, explaining that I wanted to document the power of the storm, for her, for me, for 
making-sense of the hurricane. After a brief lesson in digital photography, Josephine 
vacillated between snapping shots (Figures 5.4 — 5.5) and cautioning me to be careful as I 
climbed up onto the pile and ventured out across the trees and debris trying to gain a sense of 
the size and help put the pile into scale for the photos.  
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Figure 5.4 The edge of the debris pile 
 
 
 
Figure 5.5 Taking GPS points atop of the debris pile   Photo taken by Josephine 
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When I got back, Josephine shared a less spiritual assessment of her situation— she would 
wait and see what was to come. “The NFTO, Fairtrade, they are responsible… He [NFTO] 
was the first to stretch his hand.” Josephine’s statement is less the concession of an 
overwhelmed farmer and more the careful positioning of a savvy farmer in preparation for 
navigating the post-Tomas landscape. Her decision to wait was informed by her knowledge 
of the interplay between the politics of funding, aid and inter-organizational negotiations 
between the NFTO and the St. Lucian government.  
 
Lady: Between a River and Hard Place 
It is late January but from the visuals it looks as if Tomas passed only a few weeks 
before. As we trek across Lady’s and Florentine’s farms, the shlup-shluck sucking sounds of 
our feet in the still muddy earth of the low lying parts of the farm follow us, only interrupted 
when we pause to gingerly pick our way over piles of debris deposited by the floodwaters. 
Standing beside a 5’ high pile comprised of rotting banana plants, rubber car tires, trash and 
waterlogged coconuts, Florentine surveys the remains of her farm and tells me that it is 
difficult to come here, “Every time I here and look around, I tired.” Then her voice breaks 
and trails off as she looks away. I follow her gaze, surveying her farm and the adjoining 
property, her daughter Lady’s farm; both have been ravished by extraordinary flooding. Like 
Josephine, Lady’s and Florentine’s farms are bordered by the Roseau River in Lawivyè 
Tounen. In the past Lady’s farm in particular benefitted from easy irrigation during the dry 
season thanks to a large culvert that joined a small northern tributary to the Roseau River. 
The tributary once fed directly into the meander of the river prior to the straightening and re-
channeling project. However, with the absurd amount of water delivered by Tomas, the river 
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reverted to its previous course and then cut new rivulets through the properties located 
between the new and old river path. Lady’s 5 acre farm was now an unwitting peninsula 
covered in 5’-6’ of sandy drifts of sedimentation where rows of bananas recently stood.  
Of the 5-acre farm, nearly 3 acres were completely destroyed and another 1/3 of an 
acre was lost to erosion along the river. While Florentine is dejected and “tired” by the 
damage, Lady expresses mostly anger in her words. As we walk and slide through the sandy 
soils, the strains of Shaggy’s “Luv Me” carrying across the field from a neighboring house, 
Lady’s hips communicate her frustration in the jaggedness of her rhythm as she meets the 
beats and suggestive lyrics…ah Girlie, girlie, I live to make your beat… with every step. 
Lady complains about the lack of support from the NFTO and the poorly organized flow of 
information, swiping her cutlass forcefully at the scrub grasses and vegetation encroaching 
on her farm to punctuate each complaint. She says that she is waiting for a call offering her 
help or suggestions of what to do, but the only call she’s received is one telling her she owes 
$400 to have her farm audited by Fairtrade to maintain her Fairtrade certification.  
“With what bananas [will she earn the money to pay them]? What are they going to 
look at when they come here?” she demands to know. She believes that they [auditors] are 
only coming as a money making scheme, since she will fail the audit, and then have to pay an 
additional $400 to be re-audited later in the year.  
Lady identifies her problems as social, listing the types of response and 
organizational focus on continuing with the audits instead of dealing with the larger issues 
such as the giant ravine that has opened up across her farm. Every time a real rain fell 
between November, 2010, and March, 2012, parts of Lady’s farm would flood again. Moving 
was not an option; Lady owned her farm, part of the Model Farms land redistribution 
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program described in Chapter 2. Over time, as Lady’s appeals to her NFTO officer, the 
Lawivyè Tounen Fairtrade group, and local government officials were ignored, she shifted 
her land-management strategies to account for the new realities of her landscape. Early in the 
buffer zone study, Lady attempted to replant parts of her riparian buffer.  
“The last time they [MOFA] gave me some cacao to plant— You don’t see them by 
the ravine. They said it was ok where I planted it. …I didn’t want to plant anything because 
of the river, I scared of the river.”  However the continuous flooding rendered this a waste of 
energy, time, and resources. Gradually Lady also stopped planting bananas on more than an 
acre stretch closest to the ravines, because the young suckers we continually washed away or 
buried with new floods and additional deposition of sediments brought on by the continuing 
erosion from the landslides caused by Tomas. Her feelings in the months that followed 
Tomas were distrust for the NFTO, frustration with her group, and anger with the Fairtrade 
system. 
  
Institutional Breakdowns and the (Mal)Practices of Fairtrade Networks  
One of the most embedded issues “revealed” to me after Hurricane Tomas was the 
Fairtrade organizational structure and institutional decision-making in St. Lucia. In the daily 
production of bananas, there are not a lot of critical decisions to be made. Most 
communication between farmers, local groups, field officers and the National Fair Trade 
Organization, or NFTO, operate as fairly routine. However, post-hurricane in the moments 
when critical decisions needed to be made and communication patterns were shifted, the flow 
of information and decision-making processes for Fairtrade farmers was disempowering and 
abysmal. Farmers were at best apprised of decisions after-the-fact, and in many cases, my 
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conversations with farmers highlighted an array of misinformation. One example returns to 
the domain of Fairtrade groups discussed in Chapter 4. The Fairtrade model is, in theory, 
intended to function as a community-based focal point for banana farmers to organize and 
make their concerns heard and communicate to the NFTO and if necessary WINFA or FLO. 
In practice, what happened was the semi-dissolution of local Fairtrade groups and a one-way 
channel of communication with top-down decision-making.  
 Immediately following Tomas, the NFTO issued two decisions made expressly at the 
national level that undermined community resources and illustrated the limited agency of 
farmers in the decision-making of Fairtrade in St. Lucia. First, the NFTO reduced the hours 
of group staff by 40%, meaning each group’s office was only open 3 days per week, 
providing less support to farmers in a time of crisis. In the following months, hours were 
again reduced to just two days a week. The justification for doing this was that farmers 
would not be in production and the cost of paying staff would be too high for the NFTO to 
continue. The individual groups had no say in the matter. It had the effect of limiting a 
regular access point for group members to gather, get updates, and make use of their group’s 
office resources including a computer, fax machine and printer. Any of these might have 
been helpful resources for individual farmers or the group as a whole to communicate needs, 
get information, and complete tasks such as communicating with family aboard, completing 
insurance claims, and having a designated place to exchange information when cell phones 
were not working.  
Second, furthering the disincentive to meet, the NFTO instructed each group’s 
chairman not to meet with farmers until the NFTO had formed an emergency response plan 
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to be presented to farmers. The NFTO supported this instruction with the announcement that 
Fairtrade groups who did meet might not be eligible for aid once a plan was developed.  
The assertion of top-down decision-making post-Tomas was a missed opportunity for 
farmers to utilize a grassroots network already in place to assess their situations and 
communicate damages to the other farmers in the community group. Because of this failing, 
the NFTO enacted emergency plans with particularly imperfect information about the 
damages and needs following the disaster. As there were no local farmer meetings for nearly 
a month after Tomas, farmers lost the opportunity to enact a community or group strategy for 
coping with immediate fallout, or perhaps employ a more traditional and culturally historic 
practice of koudmen.  
The practice of koudmen340 might be best translated as akin to a barn raising or 
communal work or help for an individual or family good, often in a moment of crisis or 
heightened need. St. Lucian author Travis Weekes explains the cultural practice of koudmen 
as one that affirms community and social responsibility to one’s community and extended 
family noting, “Traditionally, practices tied to the work of the folk are facilitated by singing, 
drumming, storytelling, and dancing."341 Following Tomas, St. Lucian communities came 
together nationally and internationally342 calling on a spirit and tradition of koudmen. The 
Prime Minister of St. Lucia at the time, Stephenson King, referenced it in his speech about 
the hurricane, “In the midst of all this gloom of pain and sadness, I saw the bright rays of a 
light that I thought that had gone out among us as I visited some of the affected areas: the 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
340 The often cited French origin is “coup de main” 
341 Weekes 2014:4 
342 Multiple groups of St. Lucians living abroad in the US and the UK arranged fundraisers called 
“koudmens” to collect aid and donations to send to St. Lucia following Tomas. 
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spirit of community and concern for neighbor, the “Koudmen” spirit that had long 
characterised us as a nation.”343 However when I asked about koudmen in interviews or 
conversations banana farmers did not identify with this experience and instead expressed a 
sense of isolation and mistrust. One Lawivyè Tounen farmer described distrust in the 
reciprocity of the practice fueled by, “I have participated in koudmen to assist members of 
the group that had different problems. It was effective but people who promised to show up 
never did…”. The limited communication between farmers was amplified by the lack of 
power to charge phones, damaged roads, and a general malaise about going very far from 
home in the weeks that followed.  
Both Lawivyè Tounen and Plas Hòtè group leaders scheduled and then cancelled 
meetings following Tomas to avoid any possible fallout from the NFTO. The NFTO actions 
regarding the emergency plan elicited stories from farmers of misused funds by the 
organization and about people who had “missed out” on aid and assistance in the past when 
they took action that was not recommended344. This consciousness was supported by the St. 
Lucian Government’s announcement 2 weeks after Tomas that any farmers replanting their 
farms before May would lose any eligibility to receive any Government assistance. Farmers 
who held off were promised modest monetary aid (approximately 150ECD/acre) and 
supplementary fertilizer in June 2011, 8 months after the initial disaster. Farmers’ responses 
to the restrictions, delays and controls that the NFTO and St. Lucian Government enacted 
were frustration and mild complaint, “NFTO not doing nothing for me, they doing things as 
an organization, since hurricane Tomas I don't like NFTO, but you have to pay for the 
service…You cannot change what happen with them [decisions] because NFTO is the head.”  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
343 King 2010 
344 “Missing out” on assistance in the past does not explicitly mean assistance from Fairtrade. 
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While many farmers believed that they should have met as a local group first so their 
concerns and suggestions could have been assessed and communicated to the NFTO to be 
included in the post-Tomas emergency response plan, they were not at all surprised to be 
excluded from the decision-making process. Many farmers expressed their exclusion by the 
NFTO’s actions following Tomas with a controversial decision in the summer of 2010 to buy 
a building in Castries for a reported 2 million XCD. One farmer had this to say when I asked 
him what the NFTO did following Tomas,  
“I can say they use money too much, when Mr. ___ was there they [NFTO] buy a 
building for agriculture in Castries, they say the building use all the money [of the 
organization]. They did not check before [with farmers]. They say that’s wasting 
money that’s the reason why Fairtrade bankrupt… they wasting money, they get over 
three thousand a month the group have so many workers working, they wasting 
money, they employ all these men. That’s why when Tomas come they cannot give us 
not a twenty dollars…” 
 
Another farmer responded to the same question with a similar sentiment, but framed the 
NFTO’s actions as a let down of responsibility while he believes aid from the government 
was not their responsibility because the industry is now privatized. He says: 
“Nothing, our group, the Lawivyè Tounen Fairtrade group, we had some money in 
there so they share it with the farmers. The St. Lucian government, that have nothing 
to do with bananas, cause banana is privatized, they gave us a hundred and fifty 
dollars an acre. You know?! And Fairtrade say they don’t have nothing before 
Hurricane Tomas, nothing, what the hell!?! Uh, they take about 2 million dollars. 
Share it with farmers. They have a property in town, they had to bail out somebody 
from some debt [implying the building purchase was a favor to someone on the part 
of the NFTO]. You have to have somebody to check the building for you, you cannot 
just buy it! Like I said, I'm with the game— I lived in California for ten years. If I 
don’t know, who gonna know again? You cannot buy a property for 2 million dollars 
in town and then you cannot even use the building, come on now, even Ray Charles 
can see that game [laughter], much less me.” 
  
Through the connections that these farmers are drawing, they illustrate a breakdown of trust 
and an established pattern of power and control on the part of the NFTO contextualizing the 
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actions of the NFTO after Tomas as a pattern that fits within farmers’ expectations of 
leadership. 
 Revisiting the stories of Lady and Josephine from above illustrates how on a personal 
level the breakdown of trust and expectations can lead to frustration over organizational 
practice. In Lady’s case, she could not get any assistance or advocacy for the rivulet running 
through her farm despite it being part of a regional road and river project enacted by the 
government. The Lawivyè Tounen Fairtrade group might conceivably have been a good 
place to take her problems, but the group was banned from meeting. Instead Lady was left to 
cope with the situation on her own while being audited and charged money by the NFTO 
though they offered her and other farmers no financial aid with their rehabilitation. In a 
similar vein, Josephine demonstrates her distrust of the finances of the NFTO “first with their 
hand out” and her perception that negotiating with NFTO field officers would be her main 
challenge to recovering from Tomas. 
In a conversation about the relationship between farmers and the NFTO, Vera, a Plas 
Hòtè farmer believes that part of the problem is in the way farmers are perceived. “We must 
change the way they [the NFTO] look at farmers— as unknowledgeable people who do 
something to earn their daily bread. They must see us as professionals who contribute to the 
economy and treat us as experts.” Months later while conducting interviews, when I asked 
about the Hurricane response, farmers told me that it was frustrating, but not unexpected. 
They describe constantly waiting on the NFTO for direction and feeling they have little or no 
say in what happens in regard to Fairtrade.  
The distinctly top-down and hierarchical communication, decision-making and flow 
of information that became so visible after Hurricane Tomas has, over time, undermined the 
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validity of local groups in a manner that is directly antithetical to the power sharing and 
transparency promoted by the Fairtrade model. The impact of the organizational and 
communication failures on the part of the NFTO, local farmer groups and field officers was 
particularly discernible in the ongoing efforts to reduce erosion and pollution into the rivers, 
which were in crisis following the hurricane. Departures from group-level decision making 
and failures in communication were amplified as the recovery efforts continued. Leadership 
at both the group and national level was focused on the return to bureaucratic norms, in the 
form of pursing auditing, etc., and not focused on the nuts and bolts of rehabilitation and 
support at the farm level.345  
 
Riparian Buffer Zones as the Frontline in the Conservation Battle 
 FLO’s environmentally targeted policies have met with mixed responses from 
farmers.  The ones that are resisted tend to be seen as unreasonable or impractical, such as a 
ban on burning or burying trash when there is limited trash removal in the countryside. 
Without a doubt the most controversial of the practices is the riparian buffer zone 
requirement. Resistance to the buffers was first reported early on by Moberg.346  At the time 
this study was initiated, FLO required farmers with access to water on or bordering their land 
to have a 20-meter wide riparian buffer zone. A riparian buffer zone is a strip of land 
between agricultural crops and creek, river, or stream. The buffer acts to protect water quality 
in two ways: firstly by creating distance between the water and agricultural activities such as 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
345 There was also a great deal of political jockeying in which people and groups capitalized on the 
situation to reposition themselves and their supporters into stronger positions of power and profit; but 
that is a story for another paper… 
346 Moberg 2008 
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fertilizer or pesticide application and ground disturbances from planting; and secondly by 
protecting naturally occurring vegetation and intentionally introducing desirable plants with 
root systems that help stabilize the riverbank. Combined, this practice works to prevent 
erosion and reduce non-point source pollution from agri-chemical run-off. Although well 
documented as a successful strategy for reducing nutrient run-off, non-point source pollution 
and erosion,347, 348 riparian buffers remain a contentious conservation practice for St. Lucian 
farmers.  
 Farmers are reluctant because the buffer zone removes land from production on their 
already small farms and advocates for planting trees that create shade, both reducing the 
acreage of banana grown and decreasing income. However, a buffer zone is a certification 
requirement for FLO and if they fail to meet the requirement, they risk being decertified 
which would cut off all market access and put them out of business. The tensions 
surrounding the conservation intentions and the sociocultural responses to the buffer zone 
requirement are an area I decided to investigate to look for change in beliefs or peoples’ 
management of buffer zones in the months following Tomas. As I describe in Chapter 1, the 
riparian buffer zone survey was designed to ascertain change in outlooks, management 
strategies and influences on both of these processes.  
The following results of the buffer zone study indicate that continuity and 
reinstitution of conservation practices such as riparian buffer zones were largely 
unsuccessful. Major factors contributing to farmers’ inability to maintain or repair their 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
347 Clinton 2011; Gomi et al. 2006; Osmond 2005; Cox, C. A., A. Sarangi 2005 
348 Of note is that the vast majority of research on riparian buffers has been conducted in temperate regions. 
There is a paucity of research, with a few exceptions (Gomi et al 2006; Oelbermann and Smith 2011), especially 
in the social sciences but also from conservation biology and soil science, on the applicability and efficacy of 
riparian buffers specifically for tropical and sub-tropical soils and geophysical conditions. 
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buffers are issues with organizational and economic stability. Organizational dysfunction, as 
demonstrated in the examples offered earlier in this chapter, can have a destabilizing effect 
on coordinated responses to crises. Fairtrade’s organizational structure and decision-making 
are both hierarchical and inconsistent with the needs identified by farmers. Furthermore, the 
focus on buffer zones and most environmental practices on the part of Fairtrade operations in 
St. Lucia is more evident in NFTO discourse than actions. For example, during the audit with 
Lydia I describe in Chapter 4, the auditor asks about her buffer, but does not go to check it, 
indicating it is a low priority. Thus, weak enforcement to begin with, combined with 
organizational issues in Fairtrade act to undermine farmers’ interest in compliance with 
Fairtrade requirements such as conservation practices. It is difficult to prioritize a return to 
conservation practices following disaster when their importance was intermittent before the 
disruptions. Furthermore, even for farmers committed to conservation, the sustained plummet 
of bananas exported from St. Lucia between 2009 and 2011 following economic, drought, 
hurricane and plague led to severe economic vulnerability. These effects are illustrated in the 
graph above (Figure 5.6) which shows how few bananas were exported and consequently the 
decline in income farmers were earning in consecutive years. Economic vulnerability, as 
portrayed in the example below, can be compounded during crisis and can erode farmers’ 
ability to continue with practices as their energies and efforts shift to triage-like actions.   
These findings are significant factors for all eight of the farms that I followed 
between April 2011 and May 2012. Of the eight farmers, only two successfully maintained 
riparian buffers on their farms during the study. The following two tables present the 
outcome of erosion measures over the study period (Table 5.1) and farmers’ behavioral 
practices and intended outcomes (Table 5.2). The following sections work to untangle the 
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reasons why only 2 out of 8 farmers were successful at managing their buffers, through a 
combination of up close ethnographic narrative and summarized outcomes.  
Paul’s story, When the trees fell, brings to life the compounded impacts of economic 
vulnerability on the rehabilitation of riparian buffer zones and farmers land management 
efforts following Tomas. 
Table 5.1 Results for yearlong erosion from buffer zone study 
Farm/  
Farmer 
Site #1 
Month 1 
Site #1 
Month 12 
Site 1 
Total 
Erosion 
Site #2 
Month 1 
Site #2 
Month 12 
Site 2 
Total 
Erosion 
Average 
Erosion 
A002  
Grace 5’ 3'10" 1'2" 3'11" 2'9" 1'2" 1'2" 
A019 
Paul 4'4" 3'4" 1'0” 4'7" 4'1" 0’6" 9" 
A027  
Vera 4' 4'2" 0’0" 4' 3'10" 0’2" 1" 
A032 
Darren 5'5" 4'10" 0’7" 4'7" 4'1" 0’6" 6.5" 
B002  
Herman 8'6" 6'9" 1'9" 7'6" 4'9" 2'9" 1'6" 
B025  
Geraldine 3'4" 3'8"*** 9'4" 9'1" 5'3" 3'10" 6'5" 
B055  
Lady 5' 4'7" 0’5" 9'6" 8'6" 1'0” 8" 
B060  
Josephine 13' 5’1” 7’11” 5' 4'4" 0’8" 4’5” 
*** This site actually had the stake washed away and replaced resulting 9’4” of erosion 
 
Underscoring this portrait, I present synopses for the remaining 7 farmers involved in the 
buffer zone study to illustrate the overlapping but heterogeneous experiences and complex 
socioecological processes involved in the failed riparian buffer zones. Ultimately, while most 
farmers engaged in replanting and management practices, additional damages due to more 
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rains, organizational confusion, and persistent economic uncertainty left most farmers with 
diminished or nonexistent riparian buffers by the end of the study. 
Table 5.2 Buffer zone behavioral practices and outcomes 
 
 
When the trees fell (Paul) 
 I smell the fire before I see the smoke. As I climb out of my ‘89 Pajero, nicknamed 
“the Beast” by me and “squeaky, squeaky” by the Plas Hòtè kids, I peer downhill, looking 
for the smoke. Paul, the only farmer I know who doesn’t eat bananas, as they “upset the 
digestions” is already deep into his farm. I can see his bright orange van, part way down the 
hill. I head down to find him, using my cutlass to swipe at the hardworking spiders that have 
already begun spinning new webs since Paul passed this way a little earlier. Despite being on 
an almost peninsula with the Marquis River snaking around two thirds of his land, Paul’s 
farm survived Hurricane Tomas better than most. The flooding was substantial; the river 
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flowed at heights measuring approximately 16’-20’ higher349 than the normal level. In fact, 
the rushing water cut a direct path across the peninsula that enveloped the lower third of his 
farm in water. Fortunately, once the waters receded, there was very little structural damage 
thanks to the solid wall of hardwood trees that comprised his riparian buffer.  
 Paul’s riparian buffer weathered the storm brilliantly, securing the riverbank and 
acting as a fence to prevent large amounts of debris from entering his farm, debris that would 
have certainly crushed his banana plants. The riverbank suffered only 2 minor points of 
erosion, where sizeable Mahogany Swietenia macrophylla and Blue Mahoe Talipariti elatum 
trees were uprooted. Everything about this farm supports the science behind establishing a 
strong riparian buffer zone and the prescribed conservation benefits to this land-management 
practice. In the months immediately following Tomas, Paul industriously began the process 
of rehabilitating the damaged areas on his farm. We shared conversations on how well his 
buffers had protected him and about taking care of the land so that his “children” as he was 
oft to call the banana plants would grow and flourish. Today I am here for my monthly 
survey visit. I’m excited to hear how the “children” are doing; but first I have to find him.  
 There are two distinct sections to Paul’s farm, upper and lower with a narrow path 
over a gully as a crossing between them. Based on tramping about the perimeter, I imagine 
his farm is shaped rather like a bowtie.  Once you cross to the lower part of the farm, it is 
easy to get lost. The tall trees and uncleared land are thick with bush making it difficult to 
navigate. As I make the crossing to the lower “bow,” I’m surprised to see. Literally. Paul has 
cleared the land and I can see across the lower part of the farm almost to the river. In the 
same moment I easily locate Paul and the source of the smoke— a giant pit with something 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
349 This measurement was established by measuring the height of water lines left from flooding in the 
trees surrounding the riverbank. 
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burning inside. I walk over to him.  It takes a long time because while I can see clearly, it’s 
still a good distance and I’m carefully navigating loose organic debris and tree stumps 
scattered about the freshly cut land. Paul is in a cheerful mood and greets me with a big 
sweaty hug. He animatedly tells me about his week’s work. “It good, because… well the 
banana industry, we just don’t know what will happen. There are a lot of people in St. Lucia 
depending on bananas. I wish NFTO could do better for us. So I chopping [trees] for coals.” 
Paul tells me that he will sell the charcoal to get cash, something that hasn’t happened in 7 
months. We chat and he describes the coal making process to me. It takes days of smoldering 
logs buried under the earth to form the charcoals that he will cool, bag, and sell to people in 
his community (Figures 5.7—5.8).350 I head out to visit my riparian buffer survey sites. 
When I arrive at the river, I learn that Paul not only cleared his fallow land, spraying illegal 
herbicide and felling trees, he next moved to the riparian buffer zone, chopping down many 
of the trees that protected the farm from Tomas. Paul is hopeful. I am stunned.    
  The destruction of this large section of Paul’s riparian buffer portrays a divergence 
between meeting conservation needs of the agrarian ecosystem of which he is a part and 
meeting basic needs of his family in a cash economy of which he is also a part. Although 
Paul’s farm was not as badly damaged as many neighboring farms, it was still knocked out of 
commission. His banana packing shed was blown down, the flooded areas where plants had 
drowned required replanting, and in the higher ground areas where the plants were blown 
down they needed to be cutback and replanted. For rehabilitation farmers can either pay cash 
and complete the work much faster by hiring multiple workers, or complete it by themselves 
with an occasional laborer over months of time. Both options are expensive; the first is only a 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
350 The demand for charcoal increased after Hurricane Tomas as many families were financially 
strained and could no longer afford tanks of propane gas.  
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possibility with cash, and the second delays replanting, harvest and then the sale date of 
bananas by 2-3 months at a minimum. Paul is aware that the buffers mitigated some of the 
worst impacts from Tomas, but he has also had no cash income for nearly 7 months. The 
pressure is even greater if you calculate the effects of damaged crops from the 2009 drought. 
In terms of decision-making, there was no real conflict for Paul, his immediate financial 
needs trump his personal beliefs about conservation practices. Paul shifted his land 
management plan to harvest the timber and process it for charcoal sales, and he tells me that 
he will replant the buffer areas later, once he is doing better.  
 While Paul’s buffer zone survived the hazard of the hurricane, it did not survive the 
disaster. Paul and his family were already in a vulnerable economic position before the 
hurricane. Post-disaster life exacerbated their economic vulnerability with financial loss on 
the farm and at home,351 an extended period with no income, and poor organizational 
support. Paul’s situation became a very precarious one and left him and many other farmers 
with few options. To make money, he makes charcoal. To make the charcoal, he cleared his 
land and most of the buffer that had protected his farm, leaving only a sparse line of trees at 
the river’s edge where there was once a 10-meter wide wooded buffer. As I leave the farm 
that day, Paul tells me that he has heard of some wood elsewhere and will spend most of the 
month making charcoal (further delaying his return to selling bananas), and warns that I 
shouldn’t expect his children to look well attended to on my next visit. Paul’s immediate 
economic needs in conflict with his knowledge of conservation practices and long-term 
management goals for his farm, demonstrate that environmental knowledge and commitment 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
351 Paul is one of the thousands of St. Lucians who were displaced after Tomas. His home and 
property were destroyed in a landslide that left his land condemned and his possessions destroyed. At 
58, with no assets, no home and no foreseeable income from bananas, he is in an especially 
precarious financial position. 
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to practices are only part of the equation in decision-making. Like Paul, and for the other 
farmers in the buffer zone study, a variety of factors were involved in the situations and 
decisions that led to their final outcomes. The following three sections summarize social, 
economic and environmental factors that play into which farms were managing successfully 
functioning, partially functioning, and unsuccessfully functioning buffer zones at the end of 
the yearlong survey.  
 
Successfully Functioning Buffers (Vera and Herman) 
Two farmers, Vera and Herman, each successfully rehabilitated their riparian buffer 
zones. These two farmers had several socioeconomic and environmental factors in common 
that were ultimately more favorable for the end outcomes. Vera’s farm, located in Plas Hòtè, 
suffered minimal damage to her buffer zones from Tomas and was categorized as “good 
condition” (see methods Chapter 1 for discussion of these categories) overall with several 
problem areas along her buffer. Located on the Marquis River, her farm was lined with 
hardwood and citrus trees including lime, grapefruit, mango, mahogany, and blue mahoe. 
The trees were planted as part of the estate management back in the 1970’s. When she 
bought the land, she consulted with MOFA and elected to continue the practices and plant 
supplemental grasses and other trees in problem areas along the riverbank, following MOFA 
prescribed practices, before Fairtrade. So from an environmental perspective, Vera had 
invested time and money in her buffer zones and she readily identified that as the reason for 
the minimal damage she received from Hurricane Tomas. This was evident from the very 
first month of the survey in May 2011, when she told me, “Now is the time before the rainy 
season that we make sure plants are in place. So we will be increasing the buffer, whatever is 
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needed. Also clearing drains.” And a little later in the conversation, “Right now the pants I’m 
going to collect are to put in [the buffer]. What we’re trying to do is put the more useful tree 
crops instead of the wild veg [vegetation].” While owning the farm gave Vera less flexibility 
to get out of the industry altogether, she had less financial vulnerability because as a 
diversified entrepreneur she had additional sources of income unrelated to her banana 
earnings. So she was proactive and committed to her buffer much like Paul, but, having less 
to rebuild and limited financial vulnerability, for her recovery and rehabilitation were simpler 
and more successful.  
Herman sustained moderate damage to his Lawivyè Tounen farm’s buffer zone. The 
flooding was bad and he lost some trees and grass, but in comparison with his neighbors, his 
farm was in good shape for being bordered by the Roseau River. Before the damages his 
buffer zone was comprised of Roseau, vetiver and elephant grasses intermixed with guava, 
citrus, and mango trees. Herman too reported replanting Roseau grass and coconut trees in 
the months following Tomas, because “it will hold the soil. Especially to hold the soil. 
Especially before the hurricane season. When you have a massive hurricane like Tomas, 
there’s nothing you can do, but for rains and small ones [hurricanes] it’s important,” he told 
me. However his replanting had already been washed away by subsequent heavy rains and 
flooding when I began the yearlong surveys. In May 2011, Herman told me that he would 
continue replanting his buffer, but not until the St. Lucian Government fixed the damages to 
the river and ravines. He worried about the reliability of their efforts to fix the problem and 
his farm’s likelihood to continually be re-flooded (much as Lady’s was). Herman justified his 
plan explaining that he viewed any future assistance from Fairtrade and Government officers 
as undependable and unresponsive to farmers, 
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“I’ve talked with [NFTO Officer] who is working with Government, MOFA, about 
straightening the river. They are working with the Taiwanese. He [the NFTO Officer] 
said he would review the river and make a plan to work on it. They have a program in 
place to straighten the river Just because it’s there [the program] doesn’t mean it’s 
working. They working slow. We need help now, and there’s always promises, and 
then we don’t hear nothing. They’re working too slow. That guy will pass [drive by 
the farm] and ignore me flagging him down.”  
 
With his buffer rehabilitation efforts mitigated by the continued problems with the river and 
promises but inaction from the NFTO and Government, 8 months after hurricane Tomas 
Herman changed his economic and land-management strategies. Unlike Vera, he felt the 
financial impact of no banana sales more acutely, but his land situation offered him some 
flexibility. He was farming on his wife’s family land, which meant that he had no money to 
pay on a rent or mortgage allowing him the flexibility to split his time between off-farm work 
and rehabilitating his bananas and buffer at a slower pace. When exports and allocation in the 
industry started to increase in October of 2011, Herman again shifted his efforts and devoted 
more time to his farm. The buffers had filled in naturally in many areas and he eventually 
replanted more coconut and cacao trees. In my final survey of his farm, he reported plans for 
adding hardwood trees to his buffer and that for the first time since Hurricane Tomas, at the 
most latest Lawivyè Tounen Fairtrade group meeting (18-months after the hurricane had 
made landfall), NFTO Officers counseled farmers to replant their buffers..  
 
Partially Functioning Buffers (Darren, Josephine, and Paul) 
 The factors involved in partial success for buffer rehabilitation are more difficult to 
categorize, though economic pressures were certainly involved in Darren, Josephine and 
Paul’s decision-making. I will limit further commentary on Paul, whose story I shared above, 
to say that his buffer is categorized as partially functioning because he did not cut down the 
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entirety of his buffer zone during the charcoal harvest. As of my final survey visit in 2012, 
although he was no longer actively managing the buffer he told me adamantly, “Well, I won’t 
chop nothing more on the side by the river. Nothing, nothing, nothing.” Of the original 
hardwood buffer, Paul had cut down approximately 65%, leaving many areas with no trees 
and others with a narrower strip of protection. Though this spatial distribution is partially 
functioning, his vulnerability to future flooding and hurricanes was increased exponentially. 
 Darren, another Plas Hòtè farmer, sustained moderate damage to his buffer zone that 
he tried to rehabilitate actively throughout most of my survey. A few months after Tomas, he 
had already replanted his buffers and experienced a fresh set of flooding in March that 
washed away his efforts, but Darren simply replanted a second time. Financially he was very 
much tied to making his farm work. He had leased the 8-acre farm for 5 years and he was 
under contract to pay rent monthly, so his goal was to begin harvesting bananas and 
rehabilitate the farm as quickly as possible. About 4 months into the survey, I visited 
Darren’s farm to find his rehabilitated buffers once again destroyed and Darren very pleased 
(Appendix 1 for map of farm). He explained with great relief that the Government had finally 
provided assistance; by “widening the river,” another term used for what Herman was calling 
for in Lawivyè Tounen as “straightening the river.” Through our conversation and 
subsequent others in the next few weeks, I learned this practice is the standard St. Lucian 
Government’s response when hurricanes or tropical storms pass. Government contractors had 
driven a tractor up the Marquis River, digging up the center of the streambed to make it 
deeper and putting the soil and sediment up on the riverbanks to “give back” some of the 
earth that has been lost while they “widen the river.” Darren was unaware of their plans and 
he had not requested the assistance, but he was very pleased,“The thing they did there, I think 
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it’s a good thing. They get the river flowing better, make it wider.” The soil and debris 
dumped onto Darren’s buffer zones killed the new plants as well as existing vegetation in the 
areas he had been rehabilitating. Darren replanted for a third time, but by November the rainy 
season had eroded all of the soils piled loosely onto the riverbanks and undermined his 
efforts at buffer rehabilitation. By that time, Darren’s farm was badly infested with Black 
Sigatoka disease and he had no more time or energy to devote to rehabilitation. He continued 
to actively manage his existing buffers and express a desire to continue with the practice, but 
gave up on replanting efforts. At the end of this survey, he was concerned with managing the 
Black Sigatoka disease and of the buffers he told me, “What I want to do, I do it already. I 
plant some trees just there. They go. Maybe if we get a storm to pass, then I will replant 
[again].”  
 The final farmer who had a partially functioning buffer is Josephine, the Lawivyè 
Tounen farmer I describe earlier in this chapter with a damage ranking of “bad” for her 
buffer zones and the monstrous debris pile on her farm. Although Josephine expressed plans 
to replant some trees in my first survey visit, she also spoke of planning to “clean it” and 
worried that the buffer would “be too bushy”. Her buffer management-practices vacillated 
between disinterested and harmful throughout the duration of the study: The partial buffers 
that survived the hurricane on Josephine’s farm remained intact, despite her monthly 
applications of illegal herbicide to “clean it up” killing the grasses and young plants that tried 
to re-vegetate the exposed soils naturally. With exception of a token coconut tree that she 
planted at survey site one,352 the herbicide applications were her main interaction with the 
buffers. The financial impacts of Tomas were particularly acute for Josephine, a single 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
352 This coconut tree was I believe a token offering to my study 
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mother of 4 who went without exporting bananas for over a year following the hurricane. She 
owned her farm outright and it was her only source of income. With limited options for 
generating cash, Josephine experimented with planting vegetable crops among her bananas 
for food and to sell at market. These were unsuccessful as the market was flooded with 
produce from banana farmers who were suddenly growing vegetables to get by. For the first 
time in her life, Josephine exchanged labor with other farmers, and eventually she butchered 
her cow. Farmers often keep a cow or a bull around as an insurance policy for some quick 
cash. With limited economic means and mouths to feed, Josephine was prioritizing survival 
over compliance. She was aware that the buffer zones were tacitly ignored in many cases, 
and thus she managed her presentation talking about it, but not doing anything about it. Her 
strategy was successfully reinforced by Mr. Brown during her audit when he failed to check 
her buffer because he wanted to avoid the mud on the farm. Furthermore, as with Darren and 
many others farming along the rivers in Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen, government actions 
“widening” the Roseau River, along with chopping up the debris pile with equipment that 
drove up the river had the end affect of destabilizing the riverbed and banks for an extended 
period. The woody debris from Josephine’s farm was mixed with soil from the riverbed and 
dumped along her riverbank on one section of the farm. Repeating the outcome of Darren’s 
farm, the newly fashioned bank collapsed and eroded into the river. At my final survey, 
Josephine continued to talk about the trees she would plant, matching her discourse to the 
local Fairtrade politics, but her actions to the underlying expectations.  
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Unsuccessfully Functioning Buffers (Lady, Grace, and Geraldine) 
 Continuing the themes from the successful and partially successful buffer case 
studies, the factors involved in the unsuccessful rehabilitation of buffer zones for Lady, 
Grace and Geraldine are primarily shared and related to economic, environmental, and social 
relations. All three women experienced bad to very severe damage to their buffer zones from 
Tomas. Likewise, they each owned their land and had loan payments for the land or other 
associated activities for which they borrowed on the capitol of their land. Grace had multiple 
economic ventures, but unlike Vera, she was disinterested in investing any extra time or 
resources in activities such as managing buffer zones. She operated her other businesses from 
the land, increasing her diversification to minimize the impact that the problems in the 
banana industry had on her. By the time of my final survey, Grace had sold bananas for only 
2 of the 20 months I spent in St. Lucia, and had all but abandoned the banana industry, but 
she maintained her group membership, in case the banana economy improved.  
Lady continued to have serious problems with the ravine, and after replanting her 
farm and her buffers once, never attempted it again. She continued to farm bananas, but her 
farming size was effectively reduced by a third and her farm continued to flood even with 
unexceptional precipitation. This led to greater humidity, and perpetuated her vulnerability to 
Black Sigatoka and farm expenses for managing it. Lady finally received government 
assistance with repairing the ravine drainage system in November of 2012, 13 months after  
Hurricane Tomas. However, by that time, Fairtrade auditors had recertified Lady despite the 
fact that she had zero buffer zone. At my last visit, Lady explained that she mistrusted the 
stability of the repairs to the ravine, and could not see a reliable future in bananas, so she 
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would maximize her production for now by managing Black Sigatoka and forgo buffer 
zones.   
Geraldine very much tried to maintain her buffers throughout the study, but with each 
round of planting, another flood would occur. Geraldine could not stabilize her riverbanks, 
despite her efforts planting first tree crops, then grasses, and finally vegetables in the hopes 
of obtaining some profit from the land before another flood would occur. Her farm registered 
the greatest amount of erosion of those studied losing 9’4” of riverbank over the course of the 
year (Table 5.1). Geraldine was alarmed at the measurable rate at which she was loosing the 
land on her farm, yet she was unable to obtain help from Fairtrade or MOFA, despite actively 
seeking it. By the end of my study, she had adapted her outlook, believing that the advice to 
plant grasses and trees was unreasonable. “Whatever we have to do, we’ve done it. We 
planted coconuts in November of 2010 and then when we went back to plant more coconuts 
in February of 2011, it had already washed away.” Geraldine followed up saying, “Although 
they tells you to plant grass, definitely, I will not plant grass. Only the things I can sell that 
won’t wash away.”  
The experiences and outcomes for these 8 farmers and their riverside farms are 
notable in that the farmers’ intent and beliefs about their practices changed over time and did 
not predict the eventual outcome for their buffer zones. Josephine has a moderately 
operational buffer zone despite deciding not to invest time or energy in it and spraying it with 
herbicides on a frequent basis, while Geraldine desperately wants to stop the erosion on her 
farm, but has given up on the utility of the practices prescribed because her problem is too 
severe to be dealt with by replanting on her own. The economics of survival, and the diverse 
financial situations that each of these farmers were in, uniquely influenced their options, 
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strategies, and outcomes. Suggesting that to be financially vulnerable is not in fact, a very 
specific definition, but as with everything else, is relationally dependent on the other factors 
that comprise each person’s lives, opportunities and decisions. Organizational issues such as 
the unpredictable presence of Government assistance that in many instances perpetuated or 
undermined farmers’ efforts, also added to the negative outcomes for most of the buffer 
rehabilitation and farmers’ stability on their farms in general. Likewise, the missed 
opportunity of farmers’ Fairtrade groups and NFTO officers to advocate for, or organize 
farmers in light of ongoing problems such as Lady’s ravine question, returns us  to the 
concept of breakdowns and illuminated dysfunction within the Fairtrade model.  Finally, the 
physical environment itself was an ongoing actor in these outcomes. The severe flooding 
experienced in Lawivyè Tounen was due in part to the fact that the Roseau River was 
anthropogenically modified by rechanneling in the 1970’s. The flooding tries to return to the 
rivers’ natural fluvial patterns despite human settlement in those areas. The continued 
pressure from volatile weather events linked to climate change further complicated matters 
delivering heavy rains via tropic depressions and tropical storms in November, 2010, and 
March, June and August of 2011. Ultimately, these overlapping and entangled relations led to 
the end result that by May 2012 when my study concluded, only two of the farms, Vera and 
Herman had functional buffers, with the remaining farmers and their farms increasingly 
vulnerable: physically because they were less protected from the increasing frequency and 
intensity of weather events; economically because of extreme hardships and limited income; 
and socially because although the Fairtrade requirements of maintaining riparian buffer zones 
were being overlooked during this period, they leave farmers open to decertification at any 
time the industry needs to minimize exports or cull allocation.  
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The Cutback  
“Now after the cyclone [hurricane] they say I have Leafspot, three or four branches [a rating 
for level of infection] so they asked me to cut it all, cut everything! I say who is giving me 
money for that? The field officer come. He say, ‘Cut it.’ And up to now, I have received no 
money for that.” A farmer from Plas Hòtè, recounted the chopping like this to me as we 
squatted next to her bunches of bananas in the Castries market, the open-air market where 
farmers, butchers, fishers and peddlers congregate in St. Lucia’s capital to sell their goods. 
Banana farmers refer to the day that they lost hope for the recovery of the banana industry as 
“the chop down” or “the cut back.”  
 The cut back took place in late July, 2011, when the NFTO mandated that farmers 
chop down banana plants slated to be harvested in the following 6-8 week period, effectively 
eliminating exports for 2 months just as farmers were beginning to sell again after Tomas. 
Farmers, the NFTO and St. Lucia’s government had been fighting a losing battle with Black 
Sigatoka since May, without the manpower, cash or coordination to properly control the 
disease. Most farmers were unable to purchase the fungicide, so the most financially 
vulnerable were unable to treat their farms at all. As one man explains having cash was only 
one part of the financial burden, “I started experiencing that after Tomas…now it’s getting, 
it’s very bad… Well there is oil, but you have to have money to buy oil. The oil expensive, so 
I realize that if I have to be spending money on spraying its going to cost me more than the 
fruits that I’m selling [will make], so because of that I decide well, I might just have to leave 
it.” The cost of fighting the disease was more than some farmers would recoup through their 
sales. Many industry professionals did not have the training or education to fully understand 
how the fungus spread, leading farmers who were able to purchase the fungicide, called “oil” 
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locally, treating their farms only to be reinfected by neighbors and community members who 
did not.  
In short order, the farmers were out of cash and the island was out of fungicide. By 
July the Black Sigatoka infection was at epidemic rates with more farms being abandoned 
weekly and left to fester as meccas for Black Sigatoka to grow and release its spores into the 
wind. The industry solution was simply to cut down all infected plants. From agricultural and 
ecological standpoints, the solution made no sense. The spores were in the soil, in the air, and 
infecting most bananas and plantain on the island, whether they were being farmed or not. 
Every time the wind blew  past an infected plant, the spores would disperse infecting and 
reinfecting the other plants in its path. The NFTO and Winfresh had failed at coordinating 
applications of the fungicide and ordering more as supplies ran low. Each organization 
blames the other for the oil shortage. Winfresh was responsible for placing the order and 
paying for the shipment with emergency cash from the Government. The NFTO was 
responsible for distributing oil and notifying Winfresh when to make the oil order.  
Many farmers offered conspiratorial explanations for why there was no oil, that 
included Winfresh trying to sabotage the NFTO, the NFTO making a power grab to take over 
shipping, and all sorts of other explanations. The discourse that generally became local lore 
and an accepted explanation for the cause of the latest crisis was recounted to me by a Plas 
Hòtè farmer in our interview one morning as we sat in her empty banana packing shed: 
You know, banana farmers are orphans we have nobody standing on our behalf. I 
mean you work so hard after Tomas, they looking for a bumper crop, and because 
someone was careless [she shakes her head]. You mean to tell me they have Black 
Sigatoka and you are told that you have to spray every thirteen or fourteen days to 
have it under control, first cycle, second cycle and then two months expired? Because 
what I understand, NFTO supposed to tell the guys at Winfresh to order the oil and 
then Winfresh will pay for the fungicide. If they were concerned they would call. 
Nobody called. There’s something fishy about that and it worked well for Winfresh 
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because they have to order less bananas from Saint Lucia and keep their agreements 
with Ecuador and Dominican Republic. 
 
This popular explanation incorporates a number of issues going on in the banana industry 
over the summer of 2011. While Black Sigatoka and whether the oil shortage was caused by 
negligence or something more sinister dominated conversations that summer and into the 
fall, in the end the cause of the shortage mattered not.  No fungicide was ordered or shipped 
to St. Lucia for most of June and into July and the farmers were the losers.  
On July 26, the NFTO and Winfresh jointly demanded that farmers cut back their 
bananas in a single day and lay them by the roadside to be counted. If they failed to comply, 
they were told that they would be barred from exporting bananas for one year. One farmer 
described the scene as “dead bodies lying all about” and to add to the visual drama, dying 
and abandoned farms spattered the landscape and farmers stopped going to work. In the 
weeks following the cut back, I visited farms in both Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen, one 
farmer explained through great agitation to me that he had purchased 3,000 bags353 to go over 
his ripening banana plants, of those he said: 
…is not a banana I got [still have]. All I have to do is chop down, put all that banana 
down. Winfresh come, he make me chop… After Tomas, I plant 4 acres in banana, 4 
acres at least… that’s three thousand, is three thousand six hundred that’s what I 
plant after the hurricane. Take my money, pay people to work for me, and I can’t 
harvest none of them! Um, they tell me chop for both of them over grade leafspot 
[another name for Black Sigatoka]…I have just to chop banana and put it down 
because is no way I can keep the banana on the tree and I can’t harvest, so I have to 
chop it and put it down.” 
 
Following the cut back, the farmers waited, but no compensation or aid was given, despite 
the organizational woes that led to the climax of the Black Sigatoka epidemic. The most 
vulnerable farmers did not survive this crisis and their abandoned farms must be thoroughly 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
353 The bags are translucent blue bags with an insecticide coated on the inside to help protect fruit 
from pests and scarring while eliminating the need to spray insecticide on the farm writ large. 
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burned or the fungus will continue to infest their neighbors. Other farmers, like Andrew who 
were the least vulnerable, eventually replanted, having paid off officials in the industry to 
avoid the cut back, or using the cheap labor of their now desperate and less financially secure 
peers to replant their fields. The miscommunication, and poor orchestration of the fight 
against Black Sigatoka revealed the organizational function and farmers’ abilities to control 
or have a voice in their industry as seriously wanting. The NFTO is now trying to assert more 
control over management of the disease by demanding that farmers only spray when they are 
told to, and only releasing the fungicide oil to farmers when the NFTO inspectors deem it 
necessary, not when farmers wish to buy it. However, they also lay the blame for the spread 
of the disease and mismanagement at the feet of the farmers, accusing them of not being 
serious enough about managing Black Sigatoka on their farms. The farmers on the other hand 
mistrusted the NFTO because of their history with the organization and the most recent cut 
back debacle. Consequently farmers are dishonest about how and when they spray, 
constantly trying to find ways to spray at their own preference, and threatening the efficacy 
of the oil on a national level. There are no winners in this battle over control and blame, only 
the rapid spread of a dangerous disease that cannot be eradicated, only managed.  
There is a second part to the quote  of Andrew’s with which I began this chapter. He 
told me, “When I first came, when I saw my farm, I just have to laugh. I said I would not 
continue in bananas…” he then paused and looked around his farm adding, “but now— it’s 
nature— I come out and cut down the fallen banana plants and now I think I can do it.” With 
each new challenge— Black Sigatoka, Tomas, the drought, and the series of economic crises, 
many farmers have continued to practice their livelihood and farm bananas all the while 
navigating the ever-shifting landscape of challenges. As one woman explained when I asked 
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her about her future plans pausing a moment she said,  “It not looking right at all, the farmers 
self is starting to leave it one by one, that’s how it goes… The problem is because I have the 
land. If I get something [another opportunity] I’ll do it. The thing is bananas have market, 
but the other things [produce] don’t have it. The thing about bananas is that it has a little 
market…” Disaster in St. Lucia is not a punctuated moment of crisis, but a complex series of 
relationships with emerging strategies for adaptation and survival. When examined 
relationally, we see the complexity of the disaster is in its entangled vulnerabilities and the 
slow violence layered upon a moment where the challenges of people and landscapes alike 
collide. The disasters may come and go in St. Lucia, but until there is something new, each 
day will be a day where you can at least hope to get a little bit in your pocket if you plant 
bananas. 
 
5.4 Thinking Through Adaptation in Socioecological Processes 
In the preceding collection of stories and outcomes, I have tried to meet Taddei’s 
directive that in response to totalizing discourses of crisis and disaster, “Anthropology’s task 
then, becomes one of inserting complexity into the representation of the crisis [of climate 
change] as one of its unavoidable features.”354 Pointing out the complexity in these farmers’ 
experiences has at times felt both over-simplified and an overwhelming task. At a recent 
conference this winter I was asked two questions which helpfully reminded me that 
representing the complexity of the situations in St. Lucia, even from the farmers’ 
perspectives is not enough. The first person asked “what was new” in this story, and the 
second asked why I did not “situate these stories in the much-theorized concept of 
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resilience.” I have one answer to both questions: What is new is that the frequency and the 
convergence of different types of crises in St. Lucia, and around the world, are increasingly 
rendering longstanding culturally situated socioecological processes and responses 
inadequate. The necessity of adaptations in both responses and outcomes prohibits the use of 
resilience theories, which are generally predicated on efforts at the “maintenance of a 
predictable world”355. I submit that St. Lucian farmers’ responses to these intensified 
pressures are being experienced in new ways specifically because “issues that are confronting 
both local communities and global scientific and policy communities with unparalleled 
urgency and severity”356. Through farmers’ actions and perceptions of these crises, I identify 
fusions of cultural and practical continuity such as Herman’s flexibility due to his use of 
family land, and Grace’s strategy to rely on her diversified land use while maintaining the 
option to return to the industry if things improve. Jeff Mantz has written about these 
strategies as “flexible responses” in agrarian populations in neighboring Dominica, arguing 
that they are historically rooted in the deep engagement with capitalist production357. I would 
add to his argument that another element to the development of cultural flexibility in the 
Caribbean is a political ecology perspective that incorporates the interactions between 
hurricanes, blights, and general unpredictability of weather and the environment in the 
Caribbean with human economic and social activities as another forceful actor in this 
flexibility.  
However, as useful as the concept of flexibility has been, the frequency and severity 
of crises in St. Lucia and many other parts of the world are increasing. It becomes 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
355 Holling 1973:21 
356 Roncoli et al. 2008:88 
357 Mantz 2007; Mantz 2003 
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increasingly difficult to “wait out” or recover from a crisis such as the 2009-2010 drought 
when it is followed by a hurricane, three tropical storms, the failure of Fairtrade to provide a 
sustainable market, and a plague of an incurable fungal disease all within the space of two 
years. This begs the question: what, if any, new practices are emerging in response to these 
pressures?  
This chapter follows the stories and experiences of Lady, Darren, Josephine, Herman, 
Grace, Geraldine, Vera, and Paul as they grapple with the social, economic, and 
environmental fallout from consecutive disasters and their engagement with Fairtrade to 
achieve two points. Firstly, to examine socioecological processes illuminated in the 
landscapes of disaster and consider how they impact farmers’ knowledge, decision-making 
and practices. Secondly, to extend the analysis of FLO’s contemporary Fairtrade model 
focusing on the actions, relationships and conditions for Fairtrade farmers and the Fairtrade 
banana industry relative to the focused pressures of disasters.  Considering the history of the 
banana industry covered in Chapter 3 and the dynamic and remaking nature of relational 
landscapes presented out in Chapter 2, I maintain this strategy, a flexible and adaptive 
response to shifts in social and ecological conditions, is not a new phenomena for St. Lucian 
banana farmers. What is new, and alarming, is the increased frequency with which the 
disruptions are occurring and the precariousness of vulnerabilities continually being realized 
as a result. A relational perspective recognizes the multifaceted and rooted nature of the 
material and social negotiations taking place among Lucian banana farmers while responding 
to the new challenges and realities being produced in the moments of crisis first from Tomas 
and later Black Sigatoka. 
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The destruction brought on by Hurricane Tomas accentuated the strains involved in 
the organizational and economic facets of the contemporary Fairtrade model while 
highlighting ways in which individual beliefs and efforts to maintain riparian buffer practices 
adopted at the behest of Fairtrade, typically failed lacking organizational and economic 
support. The roles of local and national Fairtrade groups and perhaps more tellingly their 
organizational absence in key instances post-disaster revealed deeply embedded local power 
relations and socio-political motivations that superseded the Fairtrade banana farming aims. 
Finally, the lasting struggles and severe difficulties in recovery for many farmers belie a 
vulnerability that contradicts the idea that Fairtrade is facilitating sustainable development on 
economic and social scales.  
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CHAPTER 6: BURIED UNDER THE BANANA 
 
Bananas can produce new fruit for harvest every six-nine months  
and they continue to produce despite hurricanes, drought and plagues.  
The resilience of the farming systems as whole is less certain 
 
 
Banana dead 
Banana dead 
Banana. 
The future dread 
The future dread for banana 
 
Banana dead 
Banana dead 
Banana. 
The future dread 
The future dread for banana 
David Rudder358 
 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
358 Rudder 1998 refrain in to “Banana Death Song” released 1998 
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In Chapter 1, I outlined the following three points of argument for this dissertation:  
1) Fairtrade does not achieve the sustainable development goals established by 
the Fairtrade Labeling Organization and anticipated by the certified producers. 
 
2) More than a difference between theory and practice, this failure is because the 
source of problems like economic inequity, inadequate agency, and 
environmental degradation require a more complex explanation and solution 
than making trade “fair”. 
 
3) The themes that emerged surrounding the processes in which farmers position 
and reposition themselves and alter their strategies in response to interactions 
with and relations to crises, shifts in the environment, their social networks, 
and the banana industry (including Fairtrade) go beyond questions about 
Fairtrade.  
 
The subsequent chapters each presented more focused data and arguments that, when 
integrated as a comprehensive body, support these points of argument. In Chapter 2, I 
showed how the biophysical formation of St. Lucia; the geology, biology and most 
importantly the ecology of the islands’ past, present, and future are interconnected and very 
involved in the ways that people and place have interacted with one another for perpetuity. I 
then proceeded to situate the details, history, and political economy of St. Lucia’s banana 
industry and the farming communities of Plas Hòtè and Lawivyè Tounen. Chapter 3 detailed 
the organizational evolution of the fair trade movement and the rise of the contemporary 
Fairtrade model through FLO. In Chapter 4 through exploring the cultural practices of 
banana production, Fairtrade, and rural life in St. Lucia, I expanded my critique of the 
Fairtrade model to consider the “contingent relationships” involved in the practice of 
Fairtrade banana production. Thus, following Gibson-Graham, I presented the entanglements 
of every day banana production in order to move the conversation from an abstract and 
asocial economic development model to a place where  “development discourse[s] are 
effectively dislodged, as are the macronarratives of capitalist development (including most 
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recently globalization).”359 In my ethnography of Fairtrade audits, I attend to Marilyn 
Strathern’s assertion, that "the nature of the relationship created or implied by audit is 
hierarchical and paternalistic... essentially a relationship of power between scrutinizer and 
observed"360, bring into focus the hierarchy of audits in an agrarian setting. Finally in 
Chapter 5, I reintegrated these pieces as entangled factors of history and socioecological 
processes to show the exceptional complexity and instability of life in St. Lucia for banana 
farmers through the lens of crises. Detailing stories from a series of consecutive and linked 
crises, I presented together the history, economy, ecology, and social lives of St. Lucian 
farming to illustrate the multiplicity of domains in which farmers, land, plants, and culture 
are vulnerable. Ultimately, through the St. Lucian farmers’ experiences and perspectives, I 
document why the Fairtrade model posits a solution that simultaneously fails to fully assess 
the magnitude and specificity of the precise issues FLO is trying to affect, all the while 
promoting an alternative development model strikingly similar to conventional trade in its 
dependence on the market and consumers to affect change.  
The past, present, and future of bananas in St. Lucia, the Windward Islands and the 
greater Caribbean are infused with socioecological processes that are complex and 
overlapping. The history of the banana industry in its entirety is peppered with agricultural 
plagues of Panama Disease, nematodes, and Black Sigatoka; extreme weather events 
including drought, tropical storms, and hurricanes; and perhaps most notable of all, 
instability from shifting markets, policies and the socio-cultural politics from exporting 
companies, colonial and independent governments, and stakeholders at the international, 
national and community level. From the earliest colonial agricultural reports from the 1920s 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
359 Gibson-Graham 2006: xxx 
360 Strathern 2000:59 
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noting both the beginning and end of the banana industry, to the unrest of the WTO trade 
rulings and the “banana wars”361 captured in the lyrics of calypsonian musician David 
Rudder’s 1998 recording “Banana Death Song”, the banana industry has been characterized 
by instability, crises or periods of hardship, and recovery.  
This most recent chapter in the St. Lucian banana industry is underscored by the 
presence of Fairtrade, but it has not been defined by it. The struggles in the banana industry 
and the farming communities of Lawivyè Tounen and Plas Hòtè are deeply rooted and 
relational in nature. The contemporary Fairtrade model has layered over existing inequalities 
and socioecological problems, while delivering an ineffective niche market and a globalized 
audit and certification model that have intensified hierarchy and scrutiny within St. Lucian 
industry stakeholders. Consequently, the contemporary Fairtrade model in its present form is 
incapable of positing a solution to the economic, environmental, or sociocultural problems 
farmers are navigating today. The interrelatedness of these problems calls to mind to Arturo 
Escobar’s reminder that,  
“…economic crises are ecological crises are cultural crises. This also suggests that it 
is important not to separate these three domains, but to let them pervade and 
interpenetrate each other. When considered together, the domains of subjectivity and 
culture, economy, and ecology provide the basis for theoretical insights about how to 
reorient societies away from the nightmarish arrangements of the present– towards 
cultural, ecological and cultural practices and singularities that could constitute a 
tangible alternative to capitalist significations and realizations, fostering the 
construction of new existential territories.”362  
 
In so many ways the relationality of these domains, the crises that farmers face in St. Lucia 
are not new, just as the contemporary Fairtrade model is not new. The culture of banana 
farming, the ecology of banana farming, the economics of banana farming— these categories 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
361 Taylor and Josling 2003; Striffler and Moberg 2003  
362 Escobar 2008:14 
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are inseparable, each wrought with racism; exploitation on local, national, and global scales; 
and environmental degradation and hazards in the form of hurricanes and fungal spores.  
 What is, to a certain degree, new are the frequency with which these crises are 
occurring and the moral imperative that the Fairtrade model carries. Fairtrade, while 
promoting a model guided by a moral imperative for social justice, economic fairness, and 
environmental sustainability, at best fails to redress the exploitation of globalization and at 
worst perpetuates it while operating as a self-appointed “protector”. For now, St. Lucian 
farmers continue in bananas, but they harbor no illusions for the role of Fairtrade in their 
success or their future. As one elderly farmer from Plas Hòtè reminded me while we were 
talking about Fairtrade, “I do my own business, I do not listen to them [NFTO]. When fig was 
really thriving you got more help, but now you get no help, everything you need to do, you 
have to do it on your own. If I need to listen to Fairtrade, awa, it won’t be good!”  
 Whatever the future holds, the success of any resolutions to the aforementioned 
“nightmarish arrangements of the present,” will be contingent upon a constellation of factors. 
Farmers are still battling Black Sigatoka, and the intensity and frequency of extreme weather 
events continues with relentless pressure. The stakes for farmers are growing higher with 
each new crisis. St. Lucians’ solutions, from Fairtrade to making charcoal from riparian 
buffers, are in many cases increasing vulnerability in overlapping and lasting ways. Whether 
the future will mean continuing farming and diversifying production, land use, and economic 
strategies, or reimagining a non-agrarian life is difficult to say. What is clear, is that any truly 
alternative future must account for the entangled relations of people, plants, and place that 
comprise banana farming in St. Lucia if they hope to escape the deeply rooted patterns in 
these persistent communities.
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APPENDIX 1: GIS AND CAUSAL MAPS OF FARMS 
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APPENDIX 2: ECONOMIC AND WELLBEING SURVEY QUESTIONS 
2011 Anonymous Farmer Questionnaire  
 
1) How many years have you been growing bananas? ______ 
2) What year did you join Fairtrade?  Year:_____ 
3) How many acres are you farming? ________  
4) What land do you use? (circle your answer) 
 I rent my land I use family land       I own my land  Otyé /Profit sharing 
 
5) How many people work on your farm on Regular Work days? 
Family in your home who work for free______  
Family outside your home who work for free______ 
Family who are paid_____ 
Paid workers_____  
 
6) How many people work on your farm on Banana Harvest days? 
Family in your home who work for free______  
Family outside your home who work for free______ 
Family who are paid_____ 
Paid workers_____  
 
7) Do you ever exchange work with other farmers?        Yes  or   No (circle) 
 
8) How much are you spending on each of the following items right now? 
(Please circle how much of an expense each is for you right now) 
 
a. Labor……………… a lot of money  a little money         no money 
b. Inputs……………… a lot of money  a little money         no money 
c. Replanting………… a lot of money  a little money         no money 
d. Packing materials…. a lot of money  a little money         no money 
e. Fuel……………….. a lot of money  a little money         no money 
f. Leafspot…………... a lot of money  a little money         no money 
g. Other: (please write what it is below) 
________________.... a lot of money  a little money         no money 
 
9) How easily can you afford the following expenses right now?  
(please circle your answer for each expense) 
a. Food………………........with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
  
	   225	  
b. Children’s school………with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
c. House…………………..with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
d. Farm inputs…….……... with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
e. Labor .……………….... with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
f. Weed and pest control… with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
g. Leaf Spot……………… with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
h. Other…………...……… with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible 
 
10) Which of these types of income are you living on right now? (mark X for all that apply) 
 a. Selling fruit/ vegetables ______   
If so, where do you sell them? ________________ 
 
 b. A second job______   
If yes, please write what kind of work you are doing __________________ 
 
 c. Income from people in your home who have jobs ______  
If so, how many people work?_____ 
What do they do for work?_______________________________________ 
 
 d. Money sent from family and friends abroad_____ 
 e. A loan (if so from where?)________________________ 
 f. Personal savings _______ 
11) How satisfied are you with Fairtrade’s technical support? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
 
12) How satisfied are you with your income as a Fairtrade farmer? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
 
13) How satisfied are you with Fairtrade’s production requirements? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
 
14) How satisfied are you with Model Farms Fairtrade group? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
 
15) How satisfied are you with management by NFTO? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
 
16) Overall how satisfied are you with being a Fairtrade farmer? (circle the best answer)   
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Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
17) Do you agree with the statement below?     
“Without Fairtrade I could still farm and sell my bananas.”         Yes  or  No (circle) 
 
18) Do you agree with this statement?  
“I have the power to change my situation in bananas for the future.”   Yes or  No (circle) 
 
19) Do you think you will be farming bananas 1 year from now?           Yes  or  No (circle) 
What about 5 years from now?  Yes  or  No (circle) 
 
20) Do you think most farmers will be in bananas one year from now?  Yes  or  No (circle)  
What about 5 years from now?  Yes  or  No (circle) 
 
21) Before Hurricane Tomas, were you getting enough income from selling bananas to save  
money for emergencies or the future? Yes  or  No (circle) 
 
22) Which of the following did you suffer from Tomas? (mark X for all that apply): 
 
Flooding/debris____      Landslides___     Damage/Lost Shed___ Damage/Lost House___ 
 
22) The damage to my farm from Hurricane Tomas was: (mark X for the best answer) 
 
a. worse than most other farms  ____ 
b. about the same as most other farms  ____ 
c. not as bad as most other farms ____ 
 
23) After Hurricane Tomas, for Farm Rehabilitation, who gave you assistance and how helpful 
were they? (please circle the best answer for each item)  
 
Government…...……a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
Family………………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
FLO………………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance   
Farmers Group…..…a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
NFTO………………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance   
Other Farmers………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance  
Winfresh.…………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
Other (please specify in space below): 
______________….a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
 
24) After Hurricane Tomas for your Home and Family, who gave you assistance and how helpful 
were they? (please circle the best answer for each item)  
 
Church………………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
Family………………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance   
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Government…...……a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
Neighbors……..……a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
NFTO………………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance   
Other Farmer………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance  
Red Cross.…………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
Other (please specify in space below): 
______________….a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
 
25) What is your age? (please circle appropriate range) 
Under 30        30- 39      40-49    50-59      60- 69      70-74       75 and up 
 
26) Sex:  M F 
 
27) How many people live in your household?     ________ 
 
28) How much schooling have you completed (circle the highest completed): 
Primary   Senior Primary   Secondary   Technical College    Associates Degree    University 
 
29) This questionnaire is anonymous, however if you would like to, you can share your name. 
Your privacy will be maintained; I will not share your answers with anyone. 
Name (block letters please): ___________________________ 
 
Any additional comments or thoughts you would like to share? 
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
THANK YOU! 
Your participation is greatly appreciated. If you would be interested in talking about your experience 
in bananas or to be interviewed about this subject, please sign-up on the sheet in the Fairtrade office 
or talk to Caela O'Connell, the American student (723-9054).  
 
 
Please return this survey to Caela O'Connell 
C/O Model Farms Fairtrade Farmers Group 
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2012 Anonymous Farmer Questionnaire 
 
1) How many years have you been growing bananas? ______ 
2) What year did you join Fairtrade?  Year:_____ 
3) How many acres are you farming? ________  
4) What land do you use? (circle your answer) 
 I rent my land I use family land       I own my land  Otyé /Profit sharing 
 
5) How many people work on your farm on Regular Work days? 
Family in your home who work for free______  
Family outside your home who work for free______ 
Family who are paid_____ 
Paid workers_____  
 
6) How many people work on your farm on Banana Harvest days? 
Family in your home who work for free______  
Family outside your home who work for free______ 
Family who are paid_____ 
Paid workers_____  
 
7) Do you ever exchange work with other farmers?        Yes  or   No (circle) 
 
8) How much are you spending on each of the following items right now? 
(Please circle how much of an expense each is for you right now) 
 
a. Labor……………… a lot of money  a little money         no money 
b. Inputs……………… a lot of money  a little money         no money 
c. Replanting……….… a lot of money  a little money         no money 
d. Packing materials….. a lot of money  a little money         no money 
e. Fuel………………… a lot of money  a little money         no money 
f. Yellow Leafspot...…. a lot of money  a little money         no money 
g. Black Sigatoka……..a lot of money  a little money         no money 
h. Other: (please write what it is below) 
________________.... a lot of money  a little money         no money 
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9) How easily can you afford the following expenses right now?  
(please circle your answer for each expense) 
a. Food………………........with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
b. Children’s school………with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
c. House…………………..with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
d. Farm inputs…….……... with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
e. Labor .……………….... with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
f. Weed and pest control… with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible  
g. Yellow Leaf Spot.…….. with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible 
h. Black Sigatoka…………with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible 
i. Other…………...……… with no difficulty   normal  very difficult /impossible 
 
10) Which of these types of income are you living on right now? (mark X for all that apply) 
a. Selling bananas for NFTO______ 
If yes, how many boxes are you selling fortnightly right now?  __________________ 
 
b. Selling bananas other places_______ 
If yes, where do you sell them?  ____________________________ 
 
c. Selling fruit/ vegetables (not bananas)  ______   
If so, where do you sell them? ________________ 
 
d. A second job______  
If yes, please write what kind of work you are doing __________________ 
 
e. Income from people in your home who have jobs ______  
If so, how many people work? _____ 
What do they do for work? _______________________________________ 
 
f. Money sent from family and friends abroad_____ 
g. A loan (if so from where?)________________________ 
h. Personal savings _______ 
11) How satisfied are you with Fairtrade’s technical support? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
 
12) How satisfied are you with your income as a Fairtrade farmer? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
 
13) How satisfied are you with Fairtrade’s production requirements? (circle the best answer)   
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Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
14) How satisfied are you with Model Farms Fairtrade group? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
15) How satisfied are you with management by NFTO? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
 
16) Overall how satisfied are you with being a Fairtrade farmer? (circle the best answer)   
Very satisfied      Mostly satisfied        Somewhat satisfied   Not very satisfied          Very unsatisfied 
 
17) Do you agree with the statement below?     
“Without Fairtrade I could still farm and sell my bananas.”         Yes  or  No (circle) 
 
18) Do you agree with this statement?  
“I have the power to change my situation in bananas for the future.”   Yes or  No (circle) 
 
19) Do you think you will be farming bananas 1 year from now?           Yes  or  No (circle) 
a) What about 5 years from now?            Yes  or  No (circle) 
 
20) Do you think most farmers will be in bananas one year from now?      Yes  or  No (circle)  
a) What about 5 years from now?             Yes  or  No (circle) 
 
21) When did you first sell bananas again after Hurricane Tomas? __________ 
(month/year) 
 
22) When did Black Sigatoka become a problem in St. Lucia? __________ (month/year) 
 
23) Do you have Black Sigatoka on your farm? Yes  or  No (circle) 
If yes, when did it first appear on your farm? ___________ (month/ year) 
 
24) The damage to my farm from Black Sigatoka is: (mark X for the best answer) 
 
a. worse than most other farms  ____ 
b. about the same as most other farms  ____ 
c. not as bad as most other farms ____ 
 
25) In response to Black Sigatoka, for Management and Farm Rehabilitation, who gave you 
assistance and how much assistance did they give? (please circle the best answer for each 
item)  
 
Government…...……a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
Family………………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
FLO………………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance   
Farmers Group…..…a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
NFTO………………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance   
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Other Farmers………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance  
Winfresh.…………a lot of assistance some assistance  no assistance 
Other  _____________________ (please specify who): 
………..a lot of assistance   some  assistance      no assistance 
 
 
26) Do you think Black Sigatoka will be a problem going forward? (please circle the best 
answer)  
 
a big problem  some problem   no problem 
 
27) What would you like to see happen for the future of St. Lucia’s farmers and the banana 
industry? Please select any of the following options you believe would improve things for 
farmers:  
(mark X for all that apply) 
a. Continue with everything as it is right now_______ 
b. Government take over running the banana industry______ 
c. Mandatory retirement and pension for farmers over 65, leave the farming for the younger 
farmers ______ 
d. Every farmer for themselves ______ 
e. End Fairtrade and sell only to the regional market_____ 
f. Diversify out of bananas______ 
g. Improve NFTO/Fairtrade ______ 
h. Other____________________________________________________(fill in your 
answer) 
 
28) What is your age? (please circle appropriate range) 
Under 30        30- 39      40-49    50-59      60- 69      70-74       75 and up 
 
29) Sex:  M F 
 
30) How many people live in your household?     ________ 
 
31) How much schooling have you completed (circle the highest completed): 
Primary   Senior Primary   Secondary   Technical College    Associates Degree    University 
 
32) This questionnaire is anonymous, however if you would like to, you can share your name. 
Your privacy will be maintained; I will not share your answers with anyone. 
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Name (block letters please): ___________________________ 
 
Any additional comments or thoughts you would like to share? 
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
________ 
 
THANK YOU! 
Your participation is greatly appreciated. If you would be interested in talking about your experience 
in bananas or to be interviewed about this subject, please sign-up on the sheet in the Fairtrade office 
or talk to Caela O'Connell, the American student (723-9054).  
 
Please return this survey to Caela O'Connell 
C/O Model Farms Fairtrade Farmers Group 
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APPENDIX 3: INTERVIEW QUESTIONS 
 
 
Semi-structured Interview Questions 
 
I. On the farm  
Land 
1. Where is your farm located? 
2. How many acres are you growing bananas on?  
3. How long have you been farming on this land?  
        a) Do you know what this land was used for in the past? 
        b) Have you ever farmed bananas anywhere else? If so, where? 
4. Do you rent/own/family land/ profit sharing? 
a) If renting- who do you rent from and how much do you pay per month/ year?  
b) How long is your agreement to use this land?  
c) Will you renew your contract? 
d) If family land- please describe what family land is for me. What does it mean 
for you to use family land?  
e) Do you like using family land? What is good about it? What is bad? 
f) If own- how long have you owned it and how much did it cost to purchase?  
g) Have you paid your mortgage off yet? 
h) If no, how much still owed? 
i) If profit sharing (otye), how does the arrangement work (split of profits, and 
decisions)?  
j) Who are you sharing with?  
k) When there are expenses, do you share those?  
l) Whose bank account does the money from selling go to? 
m)  What do you think about this arrangement? 
 
5. What varieties of banana are you growing? 
6. Do you grow anything else on this land? Why/why not? 
 
Banana Economics 
7. How many tons did you sell per year before Tomas?  
8. How many boxes /fortnight or weekly/ before Tomas?  
9. About how much money did you get for that? 
10. Are you back to selling bananas now? 
a) If no, when do you expect to begin selling again? (Continue on to I.21) 
b) If yes, when did you first start selling after Tomas? 
11. Who do you sell your bananas to?   
12. How many boxes right now (differentiate fortnight or weekly harvesting)? 
13. Do you know how much you spend on packing materials? 
14. Are you doing special packs?  
a) If yes, which ones and how much/box? 
b) If no, why not? 
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15. Do you sell any bananas on the black market, or to ripening rooms? 
a) If yes, how much do you get/box 
16. What is your largest expense on the farm?  
17. If you have over-grade bananas that you cannot sell, what do you do with them? 
 
Allocation 
18. Are you selling as much you want to/can, or is your allocation too low or too high? 
19. Can you explain how the allocation system works to me? 
20. Do some farmers get allocated more than others?  
21. What do you think about the allocation system, does it work for you? Why/why not? 
22. If you could change the way allocations are done, what would you like to happen? 
 
Labor 
23. When you need to hire a worker for the farm, how do you find them? 
24. Where are the people who work for you from? 
25. Are there any problems with finding good workers? Why/why not 
26. Have these problems gotten any better or worse since Tomas? Why/why not 
27. Are there any Fairtrade rules about what to do with your workers?  
28. Do you ever use Joombis/Zoombis? Why/why not 
29. How many people work on your farm on Regular Work days?  
a) How much do you pay each person and how long have they worked for you? 
b) Family in your home who work for free______  
c) Family outside your home who work for free______ 
d) Family who are paid_____ 
e) Paid workers_____  
30. How many people work on your farm on Banana Harvest days?  
a) How much do you pay each person and how long have they worked for you? 
b) Family in your home who work for free______  
c) Family outside your home who work for free______ 
d) Family who are paid_____ 
e) Paid workers_____  
31. Do you pay workers any more or less since Tomas? Why/why not? 
32. Do you ever exchange work with other farmers? Why/why not? 
33. Do you think there is are any differences in the quality of a banana farm run by a 
woman farmer or a man farmer? Why/why not? 
 
Inputs, Pests, Disease and Theft Control 
34. Are you trained/certified to spray for leafspot? 
35. Do you have problems with Leafspot? 
36. What do you know about Black Sigatoka (what is it, how does it spread etc)? 
37. Do you have any problems with Black Sigatoka? 
a) If yes, when did you first get it on the farm? 
b) What can you do to control it? 
c) Do you get any assistance from NFTO or Govt? Why/why not? 
d) If no, you concerned that it could spread to your farm? 
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e) Are you doing anything to prevent it? 
38. Do you have any problems with predial larceny? 
a) If yes, are the problems worse since Tomas?  
b) Is there anything you do to stop it? Why/why not? 
39. Do you think tiff’ing (stealing) is worse for farmers since Tomas? 
40. Why do you think people are tiff’ing (stealing) from farmers? 
 
41. Have you heard of the Predial Larceny Unit?  
a) Do you think they can make a difference? Why/why not? 
b) Have you ever used them, or would you in the future? Why/why not 
 
II. Personal and Professional History  
1. Farmer profile: 
a) What year were you born? 
b) How long have you been farming? 
c) Where did you grow up?  
2. What education have you completed?  
3. How did you start in bananas, why did you choose to do it? 
4. Have you worked in anything besides banana farming? 
5. Did you ever work for NFTO, SLBC or SLBGA? 
6. What banana companies did you sell for before Fairtrade? 
7. Why did you stay in bananas when so many people left in the late 90’s/early 2000’s? 
 
III. Family/Household 
1. Family history: 
a) What did your grandparents do for a living? 
b) What did/do your parents do for a living? 
c) As a child did you ever help out on _____’s farm? 
d) Do you have any brothers or sisters in bananas/agriculture? Why/why not? 
2. Do you have any children? (If no, continue on to III.3) 
a) If yes, how old/many? 
b) Are any of your children in school?  
c) If they’ve finished school already: 
a) What is the highest level they completed? 
b) How many of them have a job and what are they doing for work? 
3. Do you rent or own your house, or do you live with someone else? 
a) How long have you lived there? 
b) If rent- how much do you pay per month/year for your house? 
c) If own- how much was your house? 
d) Do you have a mortgage?  
e) How much per month/year and how long till you finish paying it? 
f) If live- who do you live with and how long have you been living there? 
4. How many people live in your house? 
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a) Of these people, how many have jobs (verify how many are their 
children)? 
b) What do they do (not the children)?  
5. Do you have any family/friends outside your home that you give a little help(money) 
to? 
6. Do you have any family or friends who help a little with money living outside your 
home or St. Lucia? 
 
IV. Hurricane Tomas 
1. Did you expect a hurricane? 
a. How many days after Tomas passed before you could get to your farm? 
b. What did you think when you saw your farm after Tomas passed? 
c. What was the damage like (landslides, flooding etc)? 
2. Did you consider leaving bananas after Tomas? Why/why not 
3. What did you have to do to get your farm going again (replant, drains, etc) 
4. How has the rehabilitation gone? 
5. How did Fairtrade respond to Tomas and the rehabilitation of the industry? 
6. How did Govt. respond to Tomas and the rehabilitation of the industry? 
7. How did Winfresh respond to Tomas and the rehabilitation of the industry? 
8. Has Tomas affected your outlook for the future? Why/why not 
 
V. Buffer Zones 
1. Do you have any rivers or streams on or next to your farm? (If no,  continue on to 
VI)  
2. What is a buffer zone/area? 
3. What is the purpose? 
4. How did you learn about buffer zones? 
5. Do you have any buffer areas on your farm? 
a. If no, why not? (Continue on to V.6) 
b. If yes, can you describe what it looks like? 
c. Did you plant/create it, or someone else (previous farmer, Min of Forestry 
etc.)? 
d. What do you do to manage it? 
6. If you have questions about what to do or how to manage it, who can you ask? 
7. Does Fairtrade require that you have a buffer? (If no, move on to Section D) 
a. What do you think about this requirement? 
b. Why do you think Fairtrade requires this? 
c. Did you have a buffer before you joined Fairtrade? 
d. How did you learn about what you have to do to make a buffer? 
e. What exactly do they require (space, planting, size)? 
f. How did your buffer holdup to Hurricane Tomas?  
g. Have you done anything differently with your buffer after Tomas? 
8. Are there any problems with the requirements? 
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VI. Environment 
 Philosophy and knowledge 
1. When people talk about the environment, what do you think of? 
2. Does it matter to you if the environment is healthy? Why/why not 
3. What does a healthy environment on the farm look like? 
4. Have you ever been on a farm or someplace in this area where the environment was 
not healthy? 
a) What did it look like? 
b) Why do you think it was unhealthy? 
5. How healthy do you think your farm is? Why? 
6. Does it matter for your production if the environment is healthy? Why/why not 
7. What about the rivers that are in this area, are they healthy or clean (would you drink/ 
bathe in them)? Why/why not? 
8. How well do you think St. Lucia is protecting its environment? 
a) Whose responsibility is it to protect St. Lucia?  
b) Should individual people do anything? Why/why not 
9. Can you describe what a watershed is?  
10. Do you know the name of the watershed that we are in?  
11. What is the closest water to your farm? (If there is no stream running on or by farm) 
 
Practices 
12. Is there anything that you do on your farm to help protect the environment? 
Why/why not? 
13. If yes, did you do ____ before you joined Fairtrade? 
14. Are there any Fairtrade regulations about the environment? 
a) If yes, what do you think they are trying to accomplish? 
b) Do you think this is working? 
c) What would you like to do differently if you could? 
d) Is there anything else about the environment you think Fairtrade should have 
rules for? 
e) If no, why do you think Fairtrade doesn’t have any? 
f) Should they? Why/why not? 
15. Do you think Global Warming/Climate Change is a problem? Why/why not?  
 
VII. Field Officers & Technical Support- 
1. Who are your field officer(s)? 
2. Who do they work for (NFTO, BPMU, Winfresh)? 
3. What does the field officer do on your farm? 
4. What sort of things do you talk with them about? 
5. How often do they visit your farm?  
6. If you need to contact the field officer, is it easy or difficult? Why/why not? 
7. How often do you contact them?  
8. Do you think that they are helpful (find out about all)? Why/why not? 
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VIII. Fairtrade 
Joining 
1. What does Fairtrade mean to you? 
2. How did you first hear about Fairtrade? What did you hear? 
3. Why/when did you decide to join? 
4. What did you have to do to join? 
5. Were you worried about it at all? 
6. Did you find joining easy or difficult? Why/why not? 
7. What did people say when you joined (other farmers/family/friends)? 
8. What did you think/expect being part of Fairtrade would be like? 
 
Being in Fairtrade 
9. Was being in Fairtrade what you expected it to be like? Why/why not? 
10. What does being a Fairtrade farmer mean for you? 
11. How have things changed over time since you first joined?  
12. What is the best thing about being a Fairtrade farmer? 
13. What is the worst thing about being a Fairtrade farmer? 
14. Have you ever thought about leaving?  
15. If you could, how would you like Fairtrade to be different, what would you change? 
  
Fairtrade Group 
16. Which Fairtrade group are you a member of? 
17. What is the purpose of your group?  
a) How is the group doing at_________ (achieving purpose)? 
b) Do you think the group is important or unimportant? Why/why not? 
18. What do you do with the group (positions, activities, etc.)? 
19. What services does the group provide farmers? 
20. Have you ever been a member of a group like this before (for farming or other)?  
21. What is the purpose of the monthly meetings? 
22. Does everyone talk at meeting, or just some people? 
23. How often do you attend meetings? 
a) How many meetings have you missed in the last year? 
24. Why do you think some people don’t come to meeting? 
25. What do you like about the group? 
26. What would you like your group to do differently if you could change it? 
27. Some farmers have told me that “banana farmers should be taking a stand”: 
a) Do you agree or disagree with their idea? Why/why not? 
b) What would farmers take a stand about? 
c) Has taking a stand in the past changed anything for farmers? 
 
IX. Certification & Auditing 
1. What is the difference between Global Gap and Fairtrade?  
2. What changes have you made in the way you do things on you farm b/c of Fairtrade?  
a. What changes do you like, or think are good? 
b. What changes do you dislike, or think are bad? 
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3. Why do you think Fairtrade requires that you do these things? 
4. Are there any requirements that you don’t like or find vexing to do? 
5. What do you think the purpose of the Fairtrade audit is? 
6. When was your last Fairtrade audit? How did it go? 
7. Can you tell me about the first audit you ever had? What happened? How did you 
feel about it? 
8. Do you think the certification and audits is a good system for farmers? Why or why 
not? 
9. Besides Fairtrade, who else certifies you (Global Gap, Field to Fork, Leaf…)? 
a. Which certification is the most difficult of those that you do? 
b. Why do you participate in so many certification programs? 
c. Why do you think that customers in the UK want farmers to be certified? 
d. How do you feel about having to be certified to sell your bananas? 
 
X. NFTO  
1. What is the purpose of NFTO?  
a. How good is the NFTO at_________ (achieving purpose)? 
2. Do you do anything directly with the NFTO (positions, activities, etc.)? 
3. What services does the NFTO provide farmers? 
4. Is NFTO different from SLBC? Why/why not? 
5. Is NFTO different from SLBGA? Why/why not?  
6. What is the purpose of the NFTO Executive Board meetings? 
7. What do you think about them meeting? 
8. Do you feel that NFTO takes instructions from farmers or do they give them to 
farmers? Why/why not? 
9. What do you like about the NFTO? 
10. What would you like NFTO to do differently if you could change it? 
 
XI. Industry and Future Industry-  
Industry  
1. What have been the biggest changes in the banana industry since you’ve been 
farming? 
2. What are the biggest challenges in the industry today? 
3. Tell me about the politics in the banana industry… 
4. Has Fairtrade changed the banana industry at all? Why or Why not? 
5. Have the “banana men” (or St. Lucian banana industry) changed Fairtrade from when 
it started? Why/why not?  
 
Future 
6. What do you think the future is for bananas? 
7. Do you think Fairtrade will stay? Why/why not? 
8. What are your plans for the next 5 years, will you still be in bananas? Why/why not? 
9. Do you think many other farmers will stay in bananas? Why/why not? 
10. Will you diversify your work or what you grow on your farm at all?  
  
	  	   240	  
11. People tell me it is difficult to diversify, do you think so? What makes it difficult?  
12. What other options do you have for work if not in bananas? 
 
 
 
This concludes our interview: 
Is there anything else you would like to talk about or share with me? 
Are there any questions you would like to ask me?  
Do you have any concerns or requests about the things we have talked about today? 
 
Thank you very much! 
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APPENDIX 4: RIPARIAN BUFFER ZONE SURVEY PROTOCOL AND SURVEY FORM 
 
Monthly Buffer Zone Rehabilitation Study:  SITE VISIT PROTOCOL 
 
1) Call farmer at least 2 days before visit to inform them of your upcoming visit and 
make sure it is ok. 
2) The night before your visit- 
a) Change batteries in GPS 
b) Change batteries or charge camera 
c) Review previous month’s survey forms to refresh your memory of the sites 
d) Write down the Pin to Bank Measures for each site on a separate piece of 
paper to take with you 
3) Pack the following items: 
a) GPS Unit 
b) Camera 
c) Pens and pencils 
d) Clipboard 
e) Survey forms (pack 1 blank form more than you expect to use) 
f) Plastic bag to protect forms 
g) Plastic bag to protect GPS 
h) Tape measure 
i) Cutlass 
j) Boots 
k) Snacks/lunch 
4) When you arrive at the farm 
a) Turn on GPS so that it can search for satellites 
b) Fill in basic info on Survey Form (date, farm code, location)  
5) Proceed to first site 
6) Site #1 has ONLY pink flagging tape tied around pin and in a tree nearby. This is 
how you will distinguish that it is site one. See “farm description” for how to find 
each site and locate the PIN 
7) Site Survey Procedure: 
a) Observe water in river 
b) Take GPS point, recording the point # and the feet of accuracy like this: Pt. 
384(11’)  
c) Measure distance from PIN to Bank, recording to the nearest inch. 
IMPORTANT, even if there appears to be no change, you must measure each 
visit.  
d) Record measurement and repeat from Pin to banana plant w/ ribbon around it. 
Or other indicator. Take note of other bananas closer to PIN or even between 
PIN and bank, ie: Pin to Bank: -2’, 6’3”, 8’10” (ribbon) 
8) River Bank now that measurements are completed, proceed to observation  
a) Photograph the river and opposite bank in a panoramic fashion (or using a 
panoramic feature).  
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b) If possible, climb down bank to stream/river below and photograph the bank 
on the side w/PIN in a panoramic fashion. 
c) While below (or looking over from above) take individual photos of any 
interesting or unique features, erosion, debris, animals etc. 
d)  Before climbing back up (or while looking from above) note the % of 
vegetation cover, bare or exposed ground, and any other ground cover such as 
trash and debris, dead vegetation or large rocks. A good trick for doing this is 
to visually create a square box about 3’x3’ and look at the ratios inside the 
box. Then compare the box with the rest of the area and adjust your %’s 
accordingly. For “other” category, be sure to list what the other is, in addition 
to the percentage estimate.  
e) Finally, write your observations and a description of the River Bank  
f) RECORD THE PHOTO NUMBERS IN THE BOX ON THE SURVEY 
SHEET NEXT TO BANk DESCRIPTION!!! Like this: 2344- 2354, 2356-
2357 
 
9) Buffer Area 
a) Photograph the Buffer Area while standing at edge of bank, looking back into 
the farm/buffer. bananas in a panoramic fashion (or using a panoramic 
feature).  
b) Walk further into the farm (by bananas) so you can photograph the Buffer 
Area while facing the River Bank in a panoramic fashion. 
c) Take individual photos of any interesting or unique features, erosion, debris, 
animals etc. 
d)  Be sure to take at least one or two photos that include the PIN and capture the 
ground coverage/bare areas. 
e) Note the % of vegetation cover, bare or exposed ground, and any other ground 
cover such as trash and debris, dead vegetation or large rocks. A good trick for 
doing this is to visually create a square box about 3’x3’ and look at the ratios 
inside the box. Then compare the box with the rest of the area and adjust your 
%’s accordingly. For “other” category, be sure to list what the other is, in 
addition to the percentage estimate.  
f) Finally, write your observations and a description of the River Bank  
g) RECORD THE PHOTO NUMBERS IN THE BOX ON THE SURVEY 
SHEET NEXT TO BUFFER DESCRIPTION!!! Like this: 2344- 2354, 2356-
2357 
 
10) Look around you on both the bank and the buffer area- note any animals, plants, 
insects you see, hear or find signs of (such as foot prints, scat etc.). If a plant is a 
young tree, note that it is young. Record these observations under “Observed 
Vegetation” and “Observed Animals and Insects” 
11) Any additional notes/ photos should be recorded under section 9) “Field Notes” at the 
end of the survey form.  
12) Repeat steps 7 – 11 for Site #2  
13) Once finished, turn off GPS, and proceed to next farm! 
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Monthly Buffer Zone Rehabilitation Study : SURVEY FORM 
 
 
Date__________ Farmer Code ______________ Location________________ 
 
 
3a) General weather conditions for the last month________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
4a) Last Rain (date; heavy, moderate light)__________________________________ 
 
Site #1  
5a) Clarity of the water in river (describe the color; the speed it is moving; how full it is) 
________________________________________________________________________ 
6a) Distance from pin to edge of bank; distance from pin to nearest banana (nearest inch)  
GPS Pt. _______  Pin to bank: __________  Pin to bananas:_______________________ 
7a) River Bank: describe and note any changes you notice from previous month 
Site# 1__________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________ 
Cover Estimate (in %):    Vegetation_____  Bare Ground_____   Other______________ 
 
8a) Buffer Area: describe and note any changes you notice from previous month 
Site# 1__________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
Cover Estimate (in %):    Vegetation_____  Bare Ground_____   Other______________ 
 
9a) Observed vegetation: 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
10a) Observed animals and insects: 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
Photos:	  
Photos:	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Site #2 
 
3a) Clarity of the water in river (describe the color; the speed it is moving; how full it is) 
________________________________________________________________________ 
4a) Distance from pin to edge of bank, distance from pin to nearest banana (to .5”)  
GPS Pt. _______  Pin to bank: __________  Pin to bananas:_______________________ 
 
5a)   River Bank: describe and note any changes you notice from previous month 
Site# 2__________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________ 
Cover Estimate (in %):    Vegetation_____  Bare Ground_____   Other______________ 
 
6a)   Buffer Area: describe and note any changes you notice from previous month 
Site# 2__________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
Cover Estimate (in %):    Vegetation_____  Bare Ground_____   Other______________ 
  
 
7a)   Observed vegetation: 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
8a)   Observed animals and insects: 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
Photos:	  
Photos:	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9)  Field Notes 
a) Additional comments, thoughts, observations (be sure to note or describe in more detail any 
changes noticed from last month).  
b) Photos taken- additional photos taken should be recorded here (photo number and brief 
description of what/ where). 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
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